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THE. 


INTRODUCTION. 


S there has been publiſhed not long ago, 
A Vindication of a Book, intituled, A 


Brief Account of many of the Proſecu- 
tions of the People called Quakers, &c. Preſented 
to the Members of both Houſes of Parliament, in 
Anfower to a late Examination thereof, jo far as 
the Clergy of the Dioceſe of Lichfield and Coven- 
try are concerned in it; 10 it is thought proper 
to publiſh the preſent Defence of the Examina- 
tion of the forementioned Book, with regard 
to the Clergy of the Dioceſe of Lichfield and 


Coventry. 


The Quaker-Vindicator pretends in his In- 
troduction and elſewhere, (p. 33, &c.) that the 
Examiner of the Brief Ac count has actually 
publiſhed a Confirmation of every Fact the 
Quaters have alledged againſt the Clergy of 
the Dioceſe of Lichfield and Coventry. (p. 5.) 
To Demonſtrate which, (as he calls it) he in 
the firſt place propoſes the particular Caſes as 
publiſhed by the Quaters in Brief Account, and 
then ſubjoins to each of them what he ſtiles 
the Clergy's Confirmation of each Caſe, as pro- 
duced by the Examiner ; and ſecondly, he pro- 
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poſes to conſider the Objections offer d in the 
torementioned Examination: (p 6. ibid.) To 
which he ſubjoins ſoine Obſervations on the 
ſaid Examination, by way of Concluſion of his 
Vindication. I ſhall accordingly purſue the ſame 
Method in this Defence : And by way of Intro- 
duction I thall ſhew the Vanity of the Vindica- 
tors Pretenſions to any Confirmation of the 
2uaker-Profecutions in Brief Account, as made 
by the Clergy in the ſaid Examination. 

The Vindicator indeed has, by a bold No- 
minal ſort of Wit, given to each of the Clergy's 
Diſcharges from the Imputations caſt upon them 
by the Qyakers, in their Brief Account, the Af- 
feed Title of a Confirmation. But of what are 
thoſe Diſcharges ſo many Confirmations? Why, 
merely of Facts, that is, that the Quakers were 
actually proſecuted by ſome of the Clergy for 
their non-payment of Tythes and other Dues. 
The Facts are readily acknowledged. But, be- 
ſides the partial or falſe Abridgments of thoſe 
Facis, (as is evinced in almoſt every one of 
them in the following Diſcourſe) the Reaſons 
and Circumſtances of thoſe Facts are by no means 
conſidered by the Vindicator. And conſequent- 
ly thoſe Facts, abſtractedly from thoſe Reaſons 
and Circumſtances, are too imperfe& and defi- 
cient to do any real Service to the Quater- 
Cauſe. 

For the Queſtion between the Vindicator and 
the Examiner is not (as it has been wrong put 
by the former) whether the Quakers, in the 
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Caſes alledged in their Brief Account, have not 
been actually profecuted for non-payment of 
Tythes and Dues of the Clergy ; but the truc 
and only Queſtion is, whether the Clergy have 
maliciouſly put the Quakers to great Expence 
and Trouble by proſecuting them in the Eccle- 
fiaſtical, Exchequer, and other Courts, when 
they might have recovered their reſpective Rights 
by Application to ſome neighbouring Juſtices of 
the Peace, at much leſs Expence and Trouble. 
The Acknowledgments therefore of the ſeveral 
Proſecutions of the Qzaters made, in point of 
Fact, by the Clergy concerned, are no manner 
of Confirmations (as they arc all along called) 
of the Quakers Charges on the Clergy and others ; 
for it is evinced in the following Review of all 
thoſe Caſes, that in all, excepting three or four 
which were allowed (Exam. p. 63.) poffibly to 
have been cognizable by Juſtices, the Clergy 
did not chuſe other Methods in their ſeveral 
Suits, when they might have been remedied in 
an eaſy and cheap Way by Juſtices of the Peace. 
And very probably there were particular Reaſons 
in thoſe three or four Caſes, which determined 
the Clergymen concerned not to apply to neigh- 
bouring Juſtices of the Peace, but to ſcek for 
Relief in the moſt proper Courts. 

Now to judge of mere Fas, conſidered as 
not diſtinguiſhed by particular Circumſtances, 
which muſt be ſuppoſed to produce particu- 
lar Motives, is to make a raſh Judgment, as 
not being founded on the proper Evidence of 
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any Action. For the Knowledge of an Acti- 
on, as not clothed with its proper Circum- 
ſtances, and carried on with the proper Views 
and Motives of the Agent, is no juſt Know- 
ledge of that Action, nor can demonſtrate it 
to be good or bad, without the due Conſi- 
deration of thoſe Circumſtances and Motives, 
For Inſtance, the bare Act of Hanging can- 
not determine whether a Perſon is Hanged 
in a Criminal Caſe, or in the way of Martyr- 
dom; fince that Ad, abſtractedly from the 
Reaſons and Motives of it, may be common 
both to Vice and Virtue, to Villany and Pi- 
ety. And thereſore the bare Fact of itſelf 
proves nothing without a due Conſideration 
of the Circumſtances that attend it. 

As to the mere Facts of Proſecution of the 
AQrakers that are alledged in the Brief Ac- 
count, though they may be generally true, or 
(as we commonly ſpeak) the Qyaker-Relators 
may poſſibly fell the Truth, it is uſually told 
by them fo very imperfectly that they do not Zell 
the whoſe Truth; and it were to be wiſhed that 
they told nthing but the Truth, Thele are 
things required of thoſe that take legal Oatbs, 
but are not always practiſed, we find, by thoſe 
that refuſe them. 

In Fact the Clrrgy have ſometimes choſe 
to recover their Rights in one Court, and 
ſometimes in another. What determined them 
in particular Cafes to do ſo does not always 
appear, and cſpecially at ſome Diſtance of 
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Time, and as carried on by ſuch Perſons as 
are now Deceaſed. When therefore it is aſ- 
ked by the Quakers why thoſe Clergymen 
applied to the Eccleſiaſtical, Exchequer, or 
other Courts, rather than to neighbouring Ju- 
ſtices of the Peace; an Anſwer muſt gene- 
rally be given from the ſeveral Cafes propo- 
ſed, with regard to the Value of the Tythes 
demanded, and the other Limitations of the 
Adds of King William III. fince ſome of thoſe 
Clergymen cannot now be conſulted for their 
particular Reaſons and Motives of chuſing one 
of thoſe Courts, preferably to an Applicati- 
on to Juſtices of the Peace, where their Ca- 
ſes were cognizable by them. But ſome pro- 
bable Reaſons, as drawn from ſome ſuppoſed 
Circumſtances of their Caſes, may be now aſ- 
ſigned. As for Inſtance, they might appre- 
hend that ſome neighbouring Fz/tices could 
not in ſome Cafes, on prudential Confiderati- 
ons, be properly applied to, as being preini- 
diced Perſons, with whom perhaps they had 
no friendly Intercourſe ; or rather as Per ſons 
that might poſſibly have been piqued by ſome 
Diſputes of their own, on occation of Con- 
teſts with Friends or Relations of Clergymen 
that would otherwiſe have made Application 
to them ; though neither of them were im- 
mediately Intereſted in thoſe very Tythes that 
were endeavoured to be recovered : for Juſti- 
ces ſo Intereſted are expreſly excluded from 


any Cognizance of ſuch Caſcs by the _ 
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Ad itſelf. But it muſt be confeſſed, that 
for want of our Knowledge of thoſe parti- 
cular Motives of deceaſed Clergymen, that en- 
gaged them to chuſe one Court preferably to 
another, both we and the Quakers are ſome- 
times in the dark, and therefore ought to judge 
charitably of the Intentions of thoſe, whoſe 
Motives of Action can now be grounded mere- 
ly upon Conjectures. 

It deſerves too to be here conſidered, that 
the greateſt Part of the pretended Sufferings of 
the Quakers have, in the Caſes now reviewed, 
aroſe from Attachments for Contempt of his 
Majeſty's Authority in his ſeveral Courts of 
Judicature, in Caſes which were not cogniza- 
ble by Juſtices of the Peace; as likewiſe, 
that thoſe Attachments have been occaſioned 
by the Quakers Detention of the legal Pra- 
perty of fo conſiderable a Part of his Majcity's 
Subjects as that of the national Clergy ; who de- 
mand their Tythes of the Qualers, not on the 
Foot of Divine Authority, and therefore not as 
derived from the Jews, but as being fixed, for the 
chief Maintenance of the Clergy, by the Laws of 
this Nation and our particular Conſtitution. So 
that the Qyakters, under a falſe Pretence of 
Tythes being Tew!/b Rites that were aboliſhed 
by Chrift, with which in the preſent Diſpute 
they are not at all concerned, are not on- 
ly injurious to the Rights of their fcllovw-Sub- 
jefts that are founded upon antient Donations 
and immemorial Preſcription, but openly op- 
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poſe the King's legal Authority in the Protection 
of thoſe Rights, by too often occaſioning Proceſ- 
ſes of Contempt of thoſe Courts to be taken out, 
on their obſtinately ing in Non-appear- 
ance in them upen due Citation, And how 
the Neceſſity they occaſion of ſuch Attach- 
ments, founded on Contempt of lawful Au- 
thority, is conſiſtent with their Pretenſions to 
be good and peaceable Subjects, is not eaſily to 
be accounted for; nor indeed can their legal 
_ Sufferings be juſtly ſaid to be brought on them 
by the Clergy, (who more properly are the 
real Sufferers themſelves, notwithſtanding all 
their Quibbles * about Plarntiff and Defendant, 
and Dioceſe and County ;) when they are oc- 
caſioned by their own Perverſeneſs in carrying 
on an Oppoſition to the Laws of their Country. 

And 


Quakers Sufferings, and therefore to their other 
Narrattves of the ſame at a greater Diſtance of 
Time +, from a remarkable Paſſage cited out 
of the Life of the late Mr. Jobn Pennyman, 
one of the leading Quaters; and ſince the Vin- 
dicator of the Brief Account has thought fit, 
though not in its proper Place, the Introducti- 
on, to invalidate, as far as he can, the Teſti- 
mony given by Mr. Pennyman againſt the falje 
* Sec Findicat. p. 36, 63. and elſewhere. 


+ See the Hiſtory of their Sufferings, in three Volumes in 8 ve, 
dix. from 1650 to 1666. 


Narra- 


nce the Examiner in his Introduction 
(P. 6, 7. &c) has endeavoured to ſhew how lit- 
tle Credit is due to the Brief Account of the © 
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Narratives of their Sufferings, by a Citation of 
the Inſtrument in which they diſStuned any Union 
with the ſaid Mr. Pennyman, that is, they Ex- 
communicated him, (p. 39, Sc.) I ſhall here, in 
its proper Place, Reply to the Objections offer'd 
by the Vindicator againſt the faid Teſtimony of 
Mr. Pennyman. And my Reaſons are theſe: 

1/t, That the Qyaker-Accuſation of J. Pen- 
nyman, in their Excommunication of him, as de- 
ſigning to burn the Bible, together with ſeveral 
Quakers Books, at the Royal-Exchange, is foun- 
ded only on the Quakers Suſpicion. (ibid.) For 
it is not pretended by them that he actually did 
ſo, but believed by them that he intended to 
do fo. 

2dly, That this Intention of his was precari- 
ouſly aſſigned by the Quakers for their Excom- 
munication of him, it being quite incredible 
that they ſhould have actually put him out of 
their Union (as they call it) for a mere Inten- 
tion, which confeſſedly was not reduced into 
Act, and which Intention he himſelf has moſt 
expreſly diſowned ; (as ſhall be ſhewn preſent- 
ly) and that therefore the ſaid Act of Excom- 
munication of him muſt have been really occa- 
ſioned by ſome other Reaſon. 

34ly, That the real Reaſon of their Excom 
municating him was, his Expoſing them for 
their Corruptions, and particularly for their ad- 
hering implicitlÿ to the Authority of G. Fox, 
their great Leader, and their preferring his Ho- 
_ nour to the Truth of the Narratives of their 
Sufferings. 
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Sufferings. This appears very clearly from the 
Paſſage cited out of the Life of Mr. Pennyman 
by the Examiner. In which it is ſhewn, that 
as G. Fox was the firſt Promoter and Manager 
of the Friends Sufferings, they were not to be 
taken out of his Hands ; and that in fact, things 
were come to that paſs that G. Fox's Honour and 
Will was preferr'd before the Truth, and that 
the Quakers gave up their Underſtanding and 
Fudzments to G. Fox, and particularly in the 
Bufineſs about Sufferings. (Exam. p.7 & 8, &c.) 
And though to this the Vindicator replies, that 
the Quakers laid the Fault, that is, of publiſhing 
falſe Relations of their Sufferings, on Ellis Hooks, 
who was Writer to G. Fox, and Clerk to that 
Meeting of Quakers; yet it appears from F. Pen- 
man's Account, that G. Fox was the Orderer 
of thoſe Relations, and that G. Fox kept the 
ſaid Ellis in the ſame Employment, though he 
was declared to be not capable of Writing and 
Printing the ſaid Syfferings exactly and truly. 
And conſequently the Vindicator very wrong 
transfers the Crime of fal/eRelations to E. Hooks, 
which juſtly belongs to G. Fox himſelf, the 
Manager and Orderer of thoſe Relations. The 
Vindicator likewiſe vainly obſerves, (p. 40.) that 
thoſe Tranſactions of the Quakers of which 
Mr. Pennyman complained, were in the Years 
1661 and 1662, and that this Story of the 
Quakers Corruptions was told by him about 
thirty Years after their Date, vi. to a Friend 
of his that viſited him in a Fit of Szckneſs in 
C the 
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the Year 1691 ; as likewiſe that it was more 
than twenty Years after the Commencement of 
his inveterate Prejudice againſt that People ; and 
again, that the Teſtimony given by the Quakers 
againſt him was in 1670. But how do theſe 
different Dates, as being later, affect the Credi- 
bility of Mr. Pennyman's Oppoſition to the 
Quakers Falſifications of their Sufferings, which 
was made in the Year 1661 or 1662? Might 
not Mr. Pennyman think fit to communicate 
to a Gentleman in his Sickneſs an Account of 
the 2zaker-corruptions, which he had kept ſe- 
cret in the former Part of his Life? Or how 
can this Diſcovery, ſaid to have been made more 
than twenty Years after the Commencement of 
his Prejudices againſt the Qyekers, affect the 
Truth of his Narrative; ſince we find that in 
1661 he very freely expoſed their Corruptions, 
and more eſpecially in regard to their falſe Ac- 
counts of their Sufferings, which happen'd ſe- 
veral Years before the Quakers Excommunica- 
tion of him ; and therefore his Prejudices a- 
gainſt them were not entirely owing to that 

Act of Renunciation of Fellowſhip with him. 
4thly, That it does not appear either from 
Mr. J. Penny man's own Account of that Tranſ- 
action at the Exchange, or from his Vindica- 
tion of himſelf from that Charge immediately 
after the Report was raiſed of his Intention to 
burn the Bible, or from the Charge of one of 
the leading Quakers at that very time, that he 
had any ſuch Intention. His own Account runs 
"0 thus; 
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thus; (Life *, p. 26, 27.) that, © In 1670, 
* ſome of the Quakers Books began to be an 
% Oppreſ/ion to him, [a few of which he ſpeci- 
* fies] and that he deſigned to remove them, 
* as put up in one Bag, to Mr. Bates's in 
* Cornhil, together with other Books in other 
„ Bags, among which were the Bible, the 
% Book of Martyrs, &c. On which Occaſion 
e he acquaints us, that it was the Bag in which 
e the Qyakers Books were, and not thoſe Bags 
« in which the Bible and the Boat of Mar- 
« fyrs, &c. were, which he ordered, upon a 
* ſudden Qyaker-Impulie, to be brought to 
© him, with a Candle, in the Area of the 
Exchange. Accordingly he began to ſet fire 
eto ſome old News-Papers, which were at the 
* Top of the Bag of the Quakers Books ; 
„but the Fire was immediately put out by a 
* Servant that was then ſweeping the Ex- 
* change, after Mr. P. had bid the Porter 
* throw down the Bag of Quakers Books.” 
Now whatever was Mr. P.'s Intention as to 
that particular Bag of Quaker-Books, which I 
confeſs is ſomewhat Dubious, (p. 31. ibid.) he 
expreſly aſſerts, that he would not have 
* burnt all thoſe Books, though it was imagined 
* he would, — to have gained the Treaſures of 
* the whole World.“ But whether the Word, 
all, is to be reſtrained to the Books in the two 
Bags, or be allowed to include likewiſe the Bag 
of 2Quaker-Books, is not quite clear; ſince he 
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ſays, (ibid.) that © he did not deſign to have 
„ burnt all thoſe Books, or any one of them 
* there, more than what was already done, 
* that is, to not a quarter of a Sheet of Paper.” 
But however that be, Mr. Pennyman ſpeaks 
without the leaſt Ambiguity in another Letter, 
publiſhed by himſelf at that very Juncture, in 
which are theſe remarkable, and indeed deciſive, 
Words; (Life, p. 32, 33.) — © The Rumor 
« js, that I would have burned the Bible, &c. 
4 Concerning which I have this to fay, That 
* rather than I would burn that Book, or the 
«© leaſt Leaf thereof that might be ſerviceable, 
* I ſhould rather chuſe, had I as many Lives 
e as I have Hairs on my Head, yea and every 
« Life to be taken from me by the moſt ex- 
% quiſite Torment that the Wit and Wicked- 
* neſs of Man could invent; I fay, rather than 
© wiltully burn that Book, I ſhould chuſe to 
ebe ſacrificed in the ſaid Torments,” And 
much the ſame Senſe of that Matter he ex- 
prefled on other Occaſions, and at a conſider- 
able Diſtance of Time from that Tranſaction. 
(For which ſee his Epiſtle to . Penn and 
G. Whitchead, in 1702. Part II.) Again, 
G. Whitehead himſelf in his Letter of Reproof 
wrote to Mr. Pennyman, at that juncture, (Life, 
p. 30) charges him only © with undertaking 
* to burn Our Books, | 1. e. the Quaker- Books | 
where he does not mention the leaſt Suſpicion 
then entertained of Mr. P.'s Defign to burn 
the Holy Scriptures; though afterwards, to 
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pleaſe their People, the Quakers mention them, 
and not one Word of their Own Books. 
gthly, That if, notwithſtanding all theſe 
Proofs of the Innocency of Mr. Pennyman, he 
was then in ſuch a State of Diſtraction as to 
intend to burn the Bible, (as is infinuated in the 
latter Part of the Qyaker-Inſtrument of Ex- 
communication of him, publiſhed in his Life, 
though omitted by the YVindicator) it is not im- 
probable that he, who was then a profeſſed 
2uaker, and in the Unity of that People, was 
induced to form ſo impious a Deſign by thoſe 
ſhocking Expreſſions of Contempt of the Bible 
that frequently occur in the more Antient Wri- 
tings of the Leading Authors of that Sect ; 
which have been particularly cited by the prin- 
cipal Writers againſt the Quakers, (ſuch as 
its being a Dead Letter, Carnal, Serpent's 
Meat, or Duſt, and the like) to which the 
Reader is here referr'd. And to this Suppo- 
ſition of a temporary Diſtraction, I ſhall only 
add one Query, namely, How they can excuſe 
themſelves from the very ſame Imputation, who 
in the Qyaker-Form Excommunicated a ſup- 
poſed Madman, and that too upon a mere Su- 
ſpicion of his Intention ? 
6thly, That the throwing of Scandal of this 
kind upon thoſe that have eminently Expoſed 
the Abuſes of the Qyakers, and endeavoured 
to reform their Corruptions, and particularly 
their implicit Dependence on G. Fox; and the 
Revival of ſuch Scandal more eſpecially after 
the 
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the Deceaſe of their Reformers; have been the 
uſual Methods of that Sect in their Apologies. 
And therefore to what has been now mentioned 
in Vindication of the Character of M. J. Pen- 
nyman, I ſhall add another Inſtance that occurs 
in the Story that has been ſpread of the Du- 
bious State that G. Keith has been faid by the 
9Quakers to have been in a little before his 
Death, with regard to his Salvation, as com- 

red with the Certainty of his Salvation, if he 

d Died vbilſi be was a Quaker *, The ſame 
Story had once of ofa in another Fit of Sick- 
neſs, been reported of him by ſome of that 
People, but was evinced by himſelf, upon his 
Recovery, to have been a F falſe Relation. 
It is ſurprizing therefore, that ſome Quakers 
have had the Aſſurance to ſpread the ſame 
Story a ſecond time after his real Death, and 
that upon the ſlender Teſtimony of one un- 
named Perſon, in Oppoſition to the Memory 
and Senſe of the whole Pariſh of Edburton ; a 
Teſtimony, that in ſuch Circumſtances would 
not be eaſily ſubmitted to on other more chari- 
table Occaſions. 


* See Mr. Arſcott's Confiderations on the Chriſtian Religion, 
Part III. p. 122. 

+ See F. Bugg's Pifture of Quakeriſm Compleated, Part VIII. 
In Appendix, p. 368. Lond. 1717. As G. Keith in his Letter to 
F. Buzg, cited there, confutes the Pnakers Story of his Death, 
and the ſcandalous Manner of ir, and reproaches the Pnakers 
with the Malignity of their xwonted Malice; fo he therein teſtifies 
againſt their grand Lye, and declares his Faith in Chriſt Cruci fed, 
and his great Satigſadtion in being delivered from that grand De- 
Infion of the Onalers. 


Having 


( xv ) 

Having thus conſidered every thing that can 
appear material in the YVindicator's Introduction, 
as well as ſome other Paſſages ſpread elſewhere 

in his Book itſelf, I now proceed to a Review 

of the ſeveral Caſes of Proſecution of the 
' 2uakers by the Clergy of the Dioceſe of Lich- 
field and Coventry, in order to evince that the 
far greateſt Part of thoſe Caſes are foreign to the 
Occaſion of the Qzakers Complaint in their 
Brief Account, and to what has been offerred 
in their Favour by the Vindicator of their ſaid 
Account. 
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DEFENCE 


OF THE 


EXAMINATION 


Of a Book, entituled, A Brief Ac- 


count of many of the Proſecutions of 
the People called QUakers, &c. 
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ſecution of the two Freeths for Tythes, at 

the Suit of ſome Jyth- Farmers, is owned 

to be true, but at the ſame time muſt be own- 

ed to be foreign to any Imputation on the 

Clergy. For though it immediately relates to 

two Tyth- Farmers, yet (in P. 43 of the Qua- 

ters Vindication) it is ſaid, that the Clergy 

* had an Intereſt in the Tythes ſued for.” The 

Reaſon given is, that the Tyth-Farmers © were 

| * Under-Tenants to Mr. Smith, a Lay-man, 
* who was Principal in the Leaſe under the 

* Dean of Lincoln. Now how does this Suit 

affect the Dean of Lincoln, who no doubt had 

a Right to receive the Rent due from his Leſſee 
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Mr. Smith, whether Mr. Smith's Tyth-Farmers 
had actually proſecuted the Quakers or not? This 
oblique Reflection therefore on an Eccleſiaſtick 
was ſuperfluous, and foreign to the Point. And 
there can be no other Uſe of it, but that this and 
ſeveral other invidious Flirts of the fame Kind 
ſhew that the principal Aim of the Quakers in 
their Brief Account was to Aſperſe Ecclefiaſticks, 

as ſuch. Even where Clergymen are no way con 
cerned in the Proſecution of the Quakers, ſuch 
Infinuations, we find, are made naturally by 
thoſe who are profeſſed Enemies to all regular 
Miniſtry in the Church. And here I cannot 
but obſerve the great Unaccuracy of the Qua- 
kers in their Brief Account of this Caſe, name- 
ly, that when the two Freetbs are ſaid to have 
been proſecuted for Tythes, there is not the 
leaſt Intimation given there for what Tythes, and 
of what Value they were, though their repeated 
Complaints of the Clergy's not applying to Fu- 
fiices of the Peace for Relief turn upon the par- 
ticular Value of the Tythes ſued for. | 

In Caſe ad. V. Hancock of Cutthorpe is ſaid 
to have been proſecuted in the Exchequer, 
and afterwards in the Common Pleas, at the 
Suit of Milner and Woodward, Tyth-Farmers. 
But where Cutthorpe is, was left to the Diligence 
of the Examiner to diſcover. For though it is 
placed by Brief Account in Derbyſhire, yet 
is no ſuch Pariſh as Cutthorpe in that 
County; but at laſt it was found out by the Ex- 
aminer, that Cutthorpe is an Hamlet in the Pa- 
riſh 


| 4 


riſh of Brampton, not ſo much as hinted at in 
Brief Account; and that the Tyth-Farmers ſued 
the ſaid Hancock for Dues, &c. belonging to 
Newbold without the Pariſh ot Cpefterfield, a- 
bout which likewiſe there is a profound Silence 
in Brief Account. So that great Unaccuracy, 
and indeed Confuſion, of the 2akers Records 
appear in this Caſe as well as others. Net- 
ther is it ſaid in Brief Account, for what 
Tythes, and of what Value of them, Hancock 
was proſecuted. And therefore the Pertinency 
of this Caſe was there left dubious. However 
the ſame Infinuation was made in this Caſe as 
in the preceding one, (P. 43. of Examination) 
namely, that the Clergy had an Intereſt in the 
Tythes ſued for, ſince the Rectory of Cheſter- 
field was farmed by a Lay-man of the Dean 
of Lincoln. But the ſame Anſwer is here to 
be returned as has been given in the firſt Caſe, 
vi⁊. that the Dean of Linco/n's Rent due from 
Mr. Smith, a Lay-man, his Leſſee, was not 
at all affected by the Suit of his ſaid Leſſee, 
which muſt be ſuppoſed to have continued in- 
variably the ſame, during the Term of the 
Leaſe granted, whether any Suit had been com- 
menced by his Leſſee or not. 

As for the Vindicator's Reflection (P. 45.) 
upon Mr. Thompſon's Extract of the Exchequer- 
Records, as mentioned by the Examiner, viz. 
that no Bill was filed there againſt V. Hancock, 
it is quite inſignificant; ſince the plain mean- 
ing of that Expreſſion is, that no Bill againſt 
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Hancock was filed there, as far as now appears 
from the Records. And therefore all the Vin- 
dicator's affected Shew of Forms of Law, and 
Quibbles upon them, are ill-founded, when an 
equitable Senſe of the foreſaid Expreſſion is ad- 
mitted. But more ſhall be faid on this Oc- 
caſion in the Caſe of the Proſecution of Palmer, 
as being of the ſame Nature with it. 

Another Unaccuracy in the preſent Caſe, as 
ſtated in Brief Account, has been occaſioned 
that Writer's not having expreſſed clearly enoug 
the two diſtinct Proſecutions of the ſaid Hancock 
in the Courts of Exchequer andCommon Pleas; 
namely, that the Tyth-Farmers are faid to have 
dropped their Suit in the Exchequer, and 607: 
after to have proceeded againſt Hancock in the 
Common Pleas, wiz. in the ſame Cauſe of 
Tythes. No wonder fuch Obſcurity of Ex- 
preſſion very naturally gave Occaſion to the 
Examiner to think that it was one and the 
ſame Suit, which was removed out of one Court 
into another, and obliged him to cite the pro- 
per Officer's Aſſertion that the ſaid Cauſe could 
not be removed from the Exchequer into the 
Common Pleas, though an Action were ſuppo- 
ſed to have been filed in the Exchequer. The 
Vindicator indeed fays, (P. 46) that that Cauſe 
was not removed from one Court into the other, 
but that another Suit was commenced againſt 
Hancock m the Common Pleas; but if it was 
another or a new Suit on occaſion of the ſame 
Tythes, why was it not expreſſed ſo in the Brief 

Account? 
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Account? And fince it was not fo expreſ- 
ſed, it might be fairly taken for granted that 
it was the /ame Cauſe removed into another 
Court. And this Suppoſition of the Quakers in 
their Vindication (P. 46) is only anſwered by a 
bare Poſſibility of the contrary, For theſe are 
the YVindicator's Words, This [v:z. the com- 
“ mencing of another Suit] tis ſuppoſed nei- 
“e ther the Examiner nor Mr. Watſon will ſay, 
e could not be done.” Neither has either of them 
aſſerted that another or a new Suit could not be 
commenced in another Court. 

In Caſe zd. viz. of the Proſecution of T- 
mas Shipley of Loxley for Tythes, in the Eccle- 
ftaſtical Court at the Suit of S. Wood Tythe-Far- 
mer; the ſame Obſcurity is practiſed as in the 
Caſe juſt now animadverted on. For Loxley is 
not a Pariſh of itſelf, but is Part of the Pariſh 
of Uttoxiter; the Diſcovery of which was 
left to the Enquiries of the Examiner. T. Sbip- 
 tey is ſaid in Brief Account to have been proſe- 
cuted in 1700 for Tythes; but for what Tythes, 
and of what Value, is not mentioned there, 
though the Qyakers Complaint of not apply- 
ing to Juſtices of the Peace depends upon the 
Specification of the Value of them. The fe- 
cond Part of this Caſe is not only unaccurate, 
but is plainly falſe ; for it is placed in Brief Ac- 
count under the year 1700, whereas it belongs 
to the year 1704, as appears from the [ncum- 
bent's Diſcharge. (Exam. P. 17.) And again 
the Proſecution in 1704 is ſhewn, by the pre- 


ſent Incumbent (13:4.) not to have been carri- 
ed 
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S. Wood, the Tyth-Farmer, as was 
ppoſed in Brief Account, which has con- 
founded two diſtinft Proſecutions; but by 


ed on by 
ſu 


Mr. Richard . n, then Vicar of Urtoxiter. 
(Ibid.) And the Diſguiſe uſed by the Qya- 
kers in their Vindication (P. g.) deſerves Obſer- 
vation, namely that the YVindicator, conſcious of 
ſo much Negligence and of fo great a Blunder 
in Brief Account, has artfully omitted to inſert 
both the years 1700 and 1704, in order to im- 
poſe on his Reader's Memory, though in all the 
other Caſes the ſeveral years in which the 
Quakers were proſecuted are diligently put down 
in the Vindication, as well as in the Brief ef Ac- 
count, And to evince farther how 4 the 
Unaccuracy of Brief Account is, it was Tho- 
mas Shipley the Quaker, now living, who com- 
municated the Account of his Proſecution to 
the preſent Incumbent, (Exam. P. 17) though 
the Vindicator himſelf owns his own Ig- 
norance and that of the Author of Brief Ac- 
count with Relation to the ſecond Proſecution 
of Shipley. (Vindic. P. 44) It deſerves Notice 
too, that whereas T. Shipley is faid in Brief 
Account to have been im ; for d at Stafford, 
we are aſſured in the Incumbent's Diſcharge 
(Exam. P. 17) that © he never was confi- 
ned in the County-Gaol, but was allowed 
* to live and walk in what Part of the Town 
ehe pleaſed.” And this Account given of him- 
ſelf by Shipley, is (as the Incumbent aſſures us) 
confirmed * many credible Perſons in that Pa- 
riſh. 
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12 
riſh. But ſeveral of theſe favourable Circum- 
ſtances are omitted by the Vindicator in his 
Abridgment of the Incumbent's Diſcharge ; as 
indeed his other Abridgments of the like Di/- 
charges are frequently very partial. As for the 
Vindicator's Obſervation, (p. 43.) that the Dean 
and Chapter of Windſor are the Impropriators 
of Urtoxiter, (and accordingly of Loxley) and 
that therefore the Clergy had an Intereſt in the 


Tythes ſued for by their Tythe-Farmer, name- 


ly, S. Wood, that had a Leaſe of the Tythes 


from them ; enough has been faid under the 
two foregoing Caſes to obviate this Infinuation. 
In Caſe 4th, viz. of the Proſecution of Grat- 
ton, Botham, and Blower, the Brief Account 
is ſo unaccurate as to take no Notice that the 
Proceedings in the Eccleſiaſtical Court were 
ſtopp'd againſt Botham, but regularly carried to 
Sentence againſt Gratton and Blower ; though 
after the moſt legal Proofs, the Vicar loſt both 
Dues and Coſts by a Super/edeas. This indeed 
is acknowledged in the Vindicator's Abridgment 
of the Incumbent's Diſcharge, but he ſhould at 
the ſame time have obſerved the difference be- 
tween Eaſler-Offerings that were ſued for by the 
then Vicar of Leek, as mentioned in Brief Ac- 
count, and Eafter-Reckonings or Eafter-Dues, 
as mentioned in the Incumbent's D:/charge by 
the preſent Vicar of Leek, and by the Chapter- 
Clerk in his Extract of the Regiſtry of Lich- 


field; ſince Eafter-Reckonings and Eaſter-Dues 


are of a much more com prehenſive Nature 
than 


68) 


than mere Eaſter-Offerings. The Vindicator 


ſhould likewiſe have obſerved, that, among the 
Claims of the then Vicar in his Libel, there 
is mentioned 11. due to him for every Meſſuage 
of 20/. or upwards, ſince both the Brief Ac- 
count and the Extra of the Regiſtry of Lich- 
field agree in that Demand; and accordingly 
that Demand, amongſt others, for ſeveral Years 
might bly amount to ſuch a Sum as ren- 
der'd the Caſe incapable of the Cognizance of 
Fuſtices of the Peace. And if ſo, where ſeve- 
ral Quakers were concerned jointly in that Pro- 
ſecution, this Complaint may probably be no- 
thing to the Quakers Purpoſe. For the Extract 
of the faid Regiſtry obſerves, that Leek is a 
e Market-Town, and a large populous Pariſh 
of great Extent.” And conſequently, in a 
Courſe of ſeveral Years, that annual Smoke- 
penny might amount to ſo conſiderable a Value 
from the ſeveral Perſons that were proſecuted, 
as to render this Account foreign to 12 Quakers 
Intention. Another Unaccuracy occurs in the 
ſecond Proſecution of Blower, as fixt by Brief 
Account in the Year 1707. For whereas the 
Chapter-Clerk, from the Silence of the Regiſtry 
at Lichfield, ſays, (Exam. p. 22.) Wie ſup- 
<< pole the Year is miſtaken, for our Repertory 
gives no Account of the Procedings; ” the 
Vindicator (p. 46.) moſt precariouſly anſwers, 
e The Caſe itſelf, which dates Blower's Com- 
** mitment to Priſon ¶ viz. in Auguſt, 1707. 
e ſhould have led him to the ings 


« the 
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« the ſame the Year before: That is, he 
ſhould have look'd for that Proſecution in 1706, 
though Brief Account puts down the ſaid Pro- 
ſecution in 1707 ; namely, he ought to have 
look'd in the Repertory for the Proſecution un- 
der another Year, to which no Reference was 
made. . 
In Caſe th, viz. of the Proſecution of 
Thomas James for Tythes due to Mr. White, 
Vicar of Longdon, no manner of Account is 
given by the Quakers in the Brief Hiſtory of 
their Sufferings, what thoſe Tythes amounted 
to; and therefore, by ſo great an Unaccuracy, it 
muſt have been uncertain tò them, whether the 
faid Proſecutor of James could have been re- 
lieved by Juſtices of the Peace; and more 
eſpecially, fince we find in the Incumbent's 
Diſcharge, (Exam. p. 24.) that it was agreed 
on by all that there was an Arrear of Tytlies 
and Dues of many Years ſtanding payable by 
the ſaid James. And conſequently, the Qua- 
kers themſelves have left it dubious whether this 
Caſe be at all pertinent to the Occaſion of their 
Complaint. For though the Act of 7th and 
8th of K. Vill. III. for the Recovery of Tythes 
from Quakers, is confeſſed to have no Limita- 
tion of Time for the Proſecution of them, as 
is obſerved by the Findicator; (p. 47.) yet he 
cannot pretend that there is no L.imitation of 
the Value of Tythes, in the ſaid Act, that may 
be recovered by Juſtices of the Peace. And 
how reconcileable an Application to Juſtices of 
E the 
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the Peace is with the Agreement of all Perſons, 


mentioned on a wrong Suppoſition) payable | 4 
T. James to the then Vicar, is obvious to the 
meaneſt Capacity. Another great Unaccuracy 
in the Quakers Brief Account is, that T. James 
was committed to Priſon _—_y 
of the Biſhop's Court at Lichfield ; whereas it 
appears from the Teſtimony of the Chapter- 
Clerk of the Dean and Chapter (Exam. p. 28.) 
the faid Proſecution was carried on in the 
- 3 oy ip nag iy and not 

-— Now how does the Vindicator 
iate an Imputation of Falſeboad on this Oc- 
caſion ? Why, truly thus; he aſſerts (p. 49.) 
« Chapter-Clerk's ſaid Remark is not 
to the Purpoſe ; for the Caſe (viz. in Brief 
oy Account) mentions the Proſecution to have 
« been in the Ecclefiaſtical Court, and either 
« of them is ſo.” t though the Caſe, in the 
former Part of it, mentions the Proſecution to 
have been in the Ecclefiaſtical Court in general 
Terms, can it be denied that in the latter Part 
of that Caſe it is particularly mentioned that 
« T. James was committed to Priſon, by 
Warrant from two Juſtices grounded on a 
«© Certificate out of the Biſhop's Court at Lieb- 
« field? ” (Brief Account, p. 122.) This is ſo 
very bold and ſhocking an Evaſion, that, in con- 
currence with other refined Equivocations anim- 
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adverted on in this Reply, it not 
the common Suppoſition of the 


only favours 


Quakeriſm, as derived from the Jeſuites; 
> apt oP to imagine, that ſome artful 
of that Order has had a hand in the 


preſent Vindication of their O 


Relator, Mr. Cope, 285 who therefore muſt 
bear all that Rage which is thrown out on that 
Occafion ; though a ſcandalous Chronicle, no 

doubt of the , be, by way 2 
referr d to by the Vindicator. (p. 48.) But 
though an Endeavour to corru . Cope's 
Teſtimony, in ſome ref; to have 


been uſed, ſo ſmall a Difference in his Ac- 


count of T. James has not eraſed his former 
Teſtimony, though a trifling Particular in his 
Narrative be Retracted. (Vindic. p. 49.) For 
whereas he had aſſerted, (Exam. p. 27.) © that 
there were a great Number of 3. with 
« T. James at his Houſe, all Strangers to 
« H. Cope,” when he a him ; there 
has been fince a Counter-Teſtimony procured 
from the faid Perſon, (Vindic. p. 49.) viz. 
that when he took T. * there were 
% about five Perſons with him; but that they 
— « were 


—_ 


. 
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« were Yyakers he cannot nor will ſay, they 
* being all Strangers to him,” But this ſeem- 
ing Oppoſition to H. Cope's former Teſtimony, 
and that in fo ſmall a Circumſtance, together 
with an angry Reflection on T. Gee, (an Aſſiſt- 
ant of the ſaid Headborough) who had in part 
confirmed the Atteſtation of H. Cope, (Exam. 
p. 28.) as having too generonſly refreſhed 
T. James with Drink in his Journey to Stafford. 
Goal, and as being likewiſe a Pari/h-Clerk and 
Agent for the Parſon, (Vindic. p 48.) a Flirt 
no doubt deſigned on an Ecclefiaſtick, very 
uſual with thoſe of that Se& ; theſe are things, 
I fay, that are too mean to deſerve any farther 
Animadverſion on them. 

In Caſe 6th, viz. That of the Proſecution 
of William Ball in the Ecclęſiaſtical Court for 
Tythes, by the Vicar of Shenflon, the Brief 
Acccunt commits the very ſame Errour that has 
been ſo often laid to the Qyakers Charge; viz. 
that Tythes in general, and without any Speci- 
fication of their Value, are mentioned by the 
Quakers, though their Complaint of the Clergy 
and others not recurring to Fuſtices of the Peace 
neceſſarily ſuppoſes that thoſe Tythes were re- 
coverable by an Application to thoſe Juſtices ; 
which they neither ſhew in this Caſe, nor in ſeve- 
ral others, that they really were fo; but content 
themſelves with complaining. of a Proſecution 
elſewhere for Tythes in general Terms. And 
conſequently, both this and the other Caſes are 
extremely unaccurate and defective, and indeed 

| foreign 
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foreign to the End propoſed by themſelves. 
Neither does the Value of theſe Tythes appear 
from the diligent Enquiries of the preſent In- 
cumbent of Shen/ton, nor from the Regiſtry at 
Lichfield. And therefore this is a Caſe, that, 
on account of the Circumſtances of the Fact, 
proves nothing in favour of the Qyakers, nor 
againſt the Proſecutor of them. It 
however, the inveterate Spite of that Se to 
a Miniſter of the Eſtabliſhed Church, as ſuch ; 
namely, that when he was informed by the 
moſt credible Perſons in his Pariſh (Exam. p. 29.) 
that V. Ball, in conſequence of the ſaid Pro- 
ſecution, was committed to Priſon, and was 
after ſome time diſcharged; but how long 
after, or by what means, he could not learn; 
when, I fay, the preſent Miniſter of Sbenſton 
was ſo ingenuous, the Vindicator (p. 49.) ob- 
jets that the ſaid Miniſter © tells us what he 
* cannot learn.“ Now not to take notice that 
this Part of the Miniſter's Anſwer is omitted in 
the Quaker- Abridgment of the Incumbent's Di 
charge, and therefore (among a great Variety 
of Inſtances) evinces the Qyakers pretended 
Confirmation of their Brief Account by the 
Clergy to be merely imaginary, the Commen- 
tary put here on the faid Miniſter's confeſſed 
Ignorance of the Circumſtances of the Fact is 
very perverſe ; and eſpecially, when their Brief 
Account no more aſſigns thoſe Circumſtances 
than the Miniſter himſelf does. Another In- 
ſtance of their Perverſeneſs in the ſame _ 
t 


4 


( 14 ) 
that when the Widow of the Perſon, who 
t the Action in Mr, Grace [the late Pro- 
ſecutor}'s Name, told the Incumbent, 
that © ſhe believes, Ag. ſay) 
te that he [the Proſecutor] paid the Coſts,” 
(Exam. p. 29.) the Vindicator pretends that the 
preſent Incumbent tells us what the Widow of 
a certain Perſon doth not ſay. But ſurely this 
is a falſe Turn of Wit, defigned to invalidate 
the Teſtimony of the Widow of a Perſon con- 

cerned in the Proſecution, though given in the 
moſt cautious and modeſt manner ; and there- 
fore may juſtly be added, in a New Edition, to 
the former Collection of DQuaker-Quibbles. 

In Caſe 7th, viz. that of the Proſecution of 
M. Morris in the Ecclefiaſtical Court for a 
Marriage-Fee (Brief Account, p. 122.) the Fact, 
as ſtated there, is falſe, fince we are affured 
in the Diſcharge taken out of the n of 
the Ecclefiaſtical Court, (Exam. p. 31.) that 
M. Morris was ſued in one of the 22 
Courts at Lichfield for Marriage-Fees, [in the 
Plural] not for a fingle Marriage-Fee, by 
Mr. Dugard, Vicar of Rugeley, to which Place 
M. Morris belonged ; — indeed, by a 
groſs Piece of Sophiſtry, not the leaſt mention 
1s made in Brief Account of his Pariſh; as 
likewiſe there is a Silence about the 
Perſon that proſecuted him, namely, whe- 
ther he was the Miniſter or the Pariſh-Clerk. 


So obſcurely is this, and ſome of the other 
Naters Charges expreſſed, as if the nn of 
em, 


preclude a particular Exami- 
nation of them, or at leaſt to give as much 
Trouble as poſſible to their Examiner, and were 
reſolved to practiſe themſelves the very thing they 
charge the Clergy with, namely, that of giving 
Vexation without any Neceſſity. The fame 
mean Artifice is uſed in _—_—_ 
Di e, falſly ſtyled a Confirmation 
* 4 
runs thus, Morris was diſt i. e. from 
<< the Suit in the Eccleſiaſtical Court] and paid 
* his own Coſts, which were very ſmall, con- 
« fidering the Cauſe had ſeven Months; 
one Part of this, viz. © the Smallneſi of the 
« Coſts paid, as the Cauſe had pended ſeven 
Months, is omitted in the Con- 
firmation ; that is, the ſeven Months are taken 
notice of, without being com with the 
Smallneſ of the Cofis. This indeed is taken 
notice of elſewhere, (Vindic. p. 50.) but with 
a wrong Turn given to it, namely, how 
% grievous a thing it is, for a Man to be har- 
* raſſed fo long in the Eccleſiaſtical Court for 
« Nothing ; Or, that an innocent Man ſhould 
«© be worried at Law fo long by the Vicar for 
« a Demand of Pay or Wages, in a Caſe where 
* Nothing had been done either by himſelf or 
* any of his Function.“ But to this fine Jingle 
about Nothing it may be replied, not only in 
general, that it was an antient Cuſtom to pay, 
and even to this Day the Ecclefiaſtical Law al- 


lows, 
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lows, a Fee as due to the Curate of that Church 


to which the Woman belongs, as a Pariſhioner, 
whether ſhe be married there or not ; but this 
is cleared up more particularly from a Proviſo 
in the AZ of Toleration of Diſſenters, (Will. and 
Mar. C. 18. /e&. 6.) viz. © Provided always, 
e that nothing herein contained ſhall be con- 
ce ſtrued to exempt any of the Perſons afore- 
e faid [the Diſſenters in general] from paying 
4 of Tythes or other parochial Duties, or any 
e other Duties to the Church or Miniſter, nor 
« from any Proſecution in any Eccleſiaſtical 
* Court or elſewhere for the ſame.” From 
whence it appears, that the ſaid Qyakers Proſe- 
cution was not carried on in the Ecclefiaſtical 
Court for Nothing, confidered as a Suit for ſeve- 
ral Marriage-Fees ; as likewiſe, that, upon the 
Foot of the Toleration itſelf, a Demand of Pay 
or Wages [that is, Fees] was juſt and legal, in 
a Caſe where Nothing had been done either by 
the legal Miniſter of the Pariſh himſelf, or any 
of his Function; i. e. where no legal Miniſter 
performed the Office of Marriage; and again, 
that Marriage-Fees are as much due to the 
Miniſter of the Pariſh as Tythes themſelves : 
And therefore the Denial of the Payment of the 
one calls as loud for Redreſs (ibid.) as that of the 
other, as being placed by Law on the fame 
Foundation. 

In Caſe 8th, viz. of the Proſecution of 
Allen England, the fame Unaccuracy is com- 
mitted as has been reflected on in the preceding 
Inſtances, 


(7) 
Inſtances. For in Brief Account that Quaker 
is ſaid to have been proſecuted in the Com- 
mon- Pleas for Tythes, without any Specification 
of thoſe Tythes or of the Value of them; 
though ſuch an Inſtance of Proſecution for 
Tythes in general is not at all pertinent to the 
Occaſion ; namely, it by no means favours the 
2uakers Complaint that Application for Redreſs 
is often made to other Courts of Law, and not 
to Fuftices of the Peace, when the Cauſe is 
cognizable by them. For how does it appear 
from the Qyaker-Narrative of England's Pro- 
ſecution, and indeed of ſeveral others, in Brief 
Account, that Tythes mentioned only in general 
were cognizable by Juſtices of the Peace? 
Neither does it appear from the ſaid Account 
who Thomas Malin, the Proſecutor, was ; and 
therefore from the well-known Affection of that 
Sect to the Clergy, it might be juſtly ſuſpected 
by the Incumbent that they meant to lay that 


Imputation on ſome unknown Clergyman, as 
not having diſtinguiſhed the particular Thomas 


Inſtance of Unaccuracy is the more incxeuſable, 
ſince Allen England, the proſecuted Quaker, 


was living when the Brief Account was pub- 
liſhed, and poſſibly is fo ſtill ; and therefore it 
is not ſufficient to plead (as the Vindicator does, 
Pp. 51.) © that his Caſe was not publiſhed by his 
« Direction,“ ſince he ought to have been con- 
ſulted by the alters 1 own Caſe, if they 


really 


Malin who ſued for Tythes. And indeed this 
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really defigned to publiſh the Truth without 
any fraudulent Mixtures, or to eſtabliſh the 
Credibility of the Records of their Sufferings. 
And the fame Reflection holds good on their 
— Ignorance of T. Malin, the Proſecu- 

r. (ibid.) But no Apology can be equitably 
offer'd by the Quakers for their Ignorance of 
theſe Matters of Fact, or for the Unaccuracies 
of their Records, when it is conſidered that 
both of them have been corrected and cleared 
up by the Patience of the Examiner himſelf, in 
making more proper and exact Enquiries. 

In Cafe gth, viz. of the Proſecution of 
Hawksford — Harper, ſeveral Unaccuracies, 
not to ſay Falſhoods, occur in Brief Account. 
It is ſaid (Exam. p. 3 5.) by the preſent Incum- 
bent of St. Martin's, Birmingham, that he is 
credibly informed, that the Cauſe of Action 
againſt them by his Predeceſſor was not Tythes 
of the yearly Value of Fourpence for three 
Years (as is ex * aſſerted in Brief Account) 
but of the yearly Value of more than ten Sh:il- 
lings. And I preſume he means this of each 
of them, viz. that ſo much was due from each 
of the proſecuted Perſons. Now how does the 
Vindicator ſolve this Difficulty ? why, truly 
thus; (p. 52.) © Whether the Rector's Infor- 
% mation at more than 40 Years diſtance ” ; 


i. e. either from the Date of the Caſe in 1697, 


(as given in Brief Acceunt) till the time of the 


publication of Brief * (viz, in 1736.) 


which 
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which is but 39 Years; or till the Date of 
the Teſtimony given by the preſent Incum- 
bent; (viz. October 18th, 1737) which is 
not quite 40 Years]; or the Quakers Ac- 
te count, as received from Hawksford himſelf, 
* while the Suit was depending, be more 
e credible, we muſt leave to the Judgment 
* of the Reader.” And ſurely, if he be a 
competent Reader, and can form a proper 
Judgment, let him, in Anſwer to this Evaſion, 
compare it with the immediately preceding 


_ Caſe, viz. that of Alien England; in which 


(as has been obſerved) the Vindicator (p. 51.) 
ſays, by way of Apology for ſome Unaccuracies 
in Brief Account, that A. England's Caſe was 
* nor publiſhed by him, nor by his Direction.“ 
And therefore it may be equallyQueried, Whe- 
ther the Qyakers Narrative in Brief Account 
was received from Hawksford himſelf, while 
the Suit was depending, as is aſſerted by the 
Vindicator ? 

In Caſe 1oth, viz. of the Proſecution of 


J. Buſh for Tythes, there are ſuch groſs Unac- 
curacies, that they ſeem merely defigned to 


palliate a fraudulent Narrative. The Quaker 
is ſtyled F. Buſh, of Little Harborough, though 
there is no ſuch Pariſb to be found in Warwick- 


ſhire as Little Harborough. But it appears in 


the Incumbent's Diſcharge, (Exam. p. 38.) that 
Little Harborough 1s a Part of the Pariſh of 
Newbold upon Avon. The like artful Diſguiſe 
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is uſed by the Quakers in Brief Account; viz. 
that Buſh was proſecuted for Tythes in general, 
and without any Specification of thoſe Tythes, or 
the Value of them ; neither is there any mention 


made of the Court in which he was proſecuted. 


And conſequently, it does not appear from the 
92uaker-Account whether that Cauſe was cog- 
nizable by Juſtices of the Peace; which was 
their principal Point to prove. But though their 
Brief Account has d over in Silence theſe 
Matters, as having an unfriendly Aſpect on 
their Cauſe ; yet the Incumbent's Diſcharge, and 
the Extrad from the Exchequer- Records, large- 
ly evince the Value of thoſe Tythes to have 
been ſo great, as to render the Caſe of J. Buſh 
not cognizable by Juſtices of the Peace. For 
in them we find that a Proſecution was carried 
on of J. Buſh and four others jointly, (one of 
which at leaſt was moſt certainly not a Qzaker, 
viz. Sir William Boughton) for the great and 
ſmall Tythes of Little Harborough, for ſeveral 
Years laſt paſt ; which Tythes and Dues are 
enumerated in the Bill filed in the Exchequer 
by Mr. Walker, the then Vicar of Newbold. 
All this is recited im perfectly in the pretended 
Confirmation; ( Vindic. p. 22, 23.) but the 
Vindicator very gravely obſerves (p. 52.) That 
<* as the ſeveral Extracts of the Records of the 
* Exchequer do fully confirm the Reality of 
** the Proſecutions ; ſo they ſhew the Manner 
of drawing up thoſe Bills, by enumerating 

| Charges 
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* Charges on the Defendants beyond the 
* Bounds either of Truth or — 
This is called by the Qyakers an Auſiver, and 
a Con on of the Fact about J. Buſh ; but 
by all others, that mean ſincerely, it can be con- 
ſidered as nothing elſe but a trifling though 
a bold Evaſion. For though the Fact of the 
Proſecution of Buſh is acknowledged in gene- 
ral, which however is not at all to the preſent 
Purpoſe, yet it is demonſtrated from the Re- 
cords of the Excheguer, under the Atteſtation 
of the Keeper of „ that the ſaid J. Buſb 
was ſued in the Exchequer for Tythes and Dues 
of ſuch a Value, as exceeds greatly the Sum 
which limits the Cognizance of Juſſices of the 
Peace, according to either of K. William's As 
of Parliament. And therefore Mr. H. Walker, 
the Proſecutor, in the Account left under his 
own Hand, and publiſhed by the Examiner, 
(. 38.) ſpeaks very properly, when he fays, 
te that J. Buſh, a Quaker, refuſing to pay the 
* Great Tythes of Little Harborough, he [the 
« Vicar] was forced to exhibit his Bill in the 
* Court of Exchequer, — where he had the 
* Decree of the ſaid Court for the faid Tythe.” 
It is clear that Mr. Walker could not legally 
recover his very valuable Tythes by Application 
to Fuſtices of the Peace, according to the 7th 
and 8th of K. Vill. So that he was forced, un- 
leſs he gave up a conſiderable Property, to ap- 
ply for Relief elſewhere, viz. in the Court of 
| | Exchequer, 


(22) 

Exchequer, which he there recovered. And yet 
at the ſame time the Quakers have the Con- 
ſcience to call this a Confirmation, given by the 
Clergy, of FJ. Buſh's Proſecution, on a falſe 
Suppoſition that Mr. Valter might have been 
relieved by Juſtices of the Peace. As likewiſe, 
they moit unreaſonably pretend, as before, that 
as the particular Tythes due to Mr. Walker are 
cnumerated in an Extract of the Exchequer- 
Records ; ſo © thoſe Records only ſhew the 
„Manner of Drawing up the Bills in that 
« Court, by enumerating Charges on the ſeve- 
ral Defendants beyond the Bounds of Truth 
4 or Probability.” But I leave fo invidious an 
Imputation to be conſider d by thoſe who give 
Sentence, in that and other Cauſes, according to 
the Proofs of what is alledged in the Bills filed 
in their reſpective Courts. 

In Caſe 11th, viz. of the Proſecution of 
R. Erpe, he is ſaid, in Brief Account, to have 
been * proſecuted in the Exchequer for a De- 
mand of about 23s. for Tythes, at the Suit 
of Charles Wainwright, Prieſt.” (p. 144.) This 
is the whole Charge upon Mr. Wainwright. 
Now here we find that, by an odd fort of 
Unaccuracy, the Name of Mr. Waimwright's 
Pariſh is omitted, though it be the irt time 
that Mr. Wainwright is mentioned in Brief 
Account. But not to inſiſt on this Omiſſion as 
fran dulently deſigned, fince in a ſubſequent Caſe 
he is ſtyled C. Wainwright, Parſon of Auſtrey, 

I go 


YY w- y_ ov ä hs 


m_ % 


DD WS % 0 OY ye” Wo v9 9 WY 


( 23) 
on to ſhew that the Quakers Charge on 
Mr. Wainwright, in the Cafe of R. Erpe, is 
not more imperfect than ale; for though 
Brief Account expreſly aſſures us, that the ſaid 
Quaker was proſecuted for a Demand of about 
23s. [i. e. for about 23s. only] for Tythes, 
which are only mentioned here in general, (as 
they are often elſewhere) yet we are inform- 
ed by the Extract of the Exchequer-Records 
(Exam. p. 41.) that Mr. Wainwright, Vicar of 
Auſtrey, exhibited his Bill there againſt R. Erpe 
and three other Perſons [ſuppoſed to be Qyakers, ] 
ſetting forth that he ought to have received the 
Tythes of Hay, and ſmall Tythes, [:. e. ſome 
great and all ſmall Tythes] of each of them, 
due for fixteen Years ; and that the faid R. Erpe, 
(in particular) befides his Tythes of Hay, had 
yearly, during all that Time, a great Quantity 
of different ſmall Tythes that are enumerated 
in the aforeſaid Extract of the Records of that 
Court ; all which great and ſmall Tythes, due 
for ſo many Years, muſt neceſſarily have amount- 
ed to a very conſiderable Sum. What Art there- 
fore does the Vindicator uſe to evade this au- 
thentick D:/charge of Mr. Wainwright ? Why 
truly, (p. 24.) he abridges the ſaid Extract ſo 


I go 


imperfectly, (which Abridgment he has the Aſ- 


ſurance to call a Confirmation of the Fact) as 
barely to mention that there was indeed a Bill 
exhibited againſt fo Perſons, of which R. Erpe 
was one, and to add that the ſaid Extract = 
fort 
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forth the Subſtance of the Bill ſo far as it relates 


to R. Erpe. And again, (p. 52.) the Vindicator 
Joins R. Erpe with J. Buſh, juſt now conſider- 
ed, in a moſt compendious and fallacious man- 
ner, and contents himſelf to make the ſame 
vain Apology for the one as he has been ſhewn 
to do for the other; viz. that as the Ex- 
« tracts of the Exchequer- Records, relating 
* to both, do fully confirm the Reality of 
* the Proſecutions ; ſo they ſhew the manner 
of Drawing up thoſe Bills, by enumerating 
Charges on the Defendants beyond the Bounds 
either of Truth or Probability.” Now to 
this I Anſwer, as before in the Caſe of J. Buſh, 
that this Reply is a mere Preyarication ; fince it 
is an unavoidable Inference from the ſaid Ac- 
count of the great and Tythes due from 
R. Erpe for ſo many Tears, — the Cauſe of 
Mr. Wainwright did not fall under the 

zance of Tuftices of the Peace; and that there- 
fore this Caſe is foreign to the Occaſion of the 
Quakers Complaint. 

In Caſe 12th, viz. that of the Proſecution 
of Fane Robinſon i in the Exchequer for Tythes, 
at the Suit of Charles Wainwright, Parſon (as 
he is ſtyled) of Auſtrey, (Brief ani p. 144.) 
though the Proſecutor is here at laſt diſcovered 
of R Erpe, as well as of J. Robinſon, yet the 
Cauſe of the Proſecution of the latter is as equi- 
vocally aſſigned as in the former, juſt now re- 
fleted on; viz, that the Parſon's Demand 
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« was for Tythes of Apples, &c. 25. 8 d. and 
© of Bees 8 d. And from hence is infinuated 
the great Severity of F. Robinſon's being com- 
mitted to Goal, and eonfined there for ſome 
time. But this Account of the Demand for 
Tythes, and conſequently of her Impriſonment, 
is not merely evaſive, but falſe. For to whom 
but the Vindicator does not the mention of the 
Demand in Brief Account neceſſarily ſuppoſe, 
and moſt ſtrongly imply, that this particular 
Demand was the whole Demand for Tythes, 
for Non-payment of which ſhe was proſecuted 
by Mr. Wainwright ? But the contrary appears 
molt evident from the Extract of the Exchequer- 
Records, which (Exam. p. 43.) ſpecifies the true 
Demand of Tythes in the Exchequer-Bill filed 
againſt Jane Robinſon, and each of the three 
other Defendants, for Tythe-Hay and all forts 
| of ſmall Tythes for fourteen Years then laſt paſt. 
Now how does the Vindicator reconcile this 
| particalar Account of Tythes, drawn from the 
Exchequer-Records, with the trifling Demand 
ſpecified in Brief Account? He recurs to the 
| ſame poor Artifices that he has ſo frequently 
| uſed ; namely, he Abridzes the Extract of thoſe 
| Records in a fallacious manner ; and has not 
the Ingenuity to confeſs that the Demand aſ- 
E 1 ſigned in Brief Account was falſe, or at leaſt 
groſſly miſtaken, as not comprehending all the 
Particulars of the faid Demand. But inſtead of 
ſuch an Acknowledgment, worthy of any Per- 
G fon 
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ſon that pretends to Sincerity, he only tells us 
(as he did in the preceding Caſes) that © as the 
« Extratts of the Exchequer-Records do fully 
*« confirm the Reality of the Proſecutions, ſo 
* they ſhew the Manner of Drawing up thoſe 
Bills, beyond the Bounds of Truth or Proba- 
* bility.” So that a Specification of the Tythes 
demanded is with this bold Writer a Confir- 
mation of a fraudulent Account of a leſſer De- 
mand. No doubt if the Demand had been left 
in general Terms, without a Specification of 
the Tythes demanded, the particular Tythes 
themſelves had been denied by the Vindi- 
cator to have been due, and a Specification 
of them had been required with a much better 
Grace. But in Confutation of this Evaſion, 
it is clear to all impartial Readers of the Ex- 
chequer-Extraft, as compared with the De- 
mand in Brief Account, not only that the Qua- 
kers have Equivocated in not telling the whole 
Truth there with regard to the Demand of 
Tythes, but that the Yalue of the great and 
ſmall Tythes ſpecified in the ſaid Fxtract, as due 
for ſo /ong a Period of Time, render'd the Caſe 
not cognizable by Juſtices of the Peace; and 
that, conſequently, this Caſe is ſo far from be- 
ing confirmed with regard even to the Fact, as 
is vainly pretended by the Vindicator, (p. 24.) 
that it is evinced by proper Evidence not only 
to have been falſely ſtated, but not to have been 
at all pertinent to the Qyakers Complaint of 

want 
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want of Application to Juſtices of the Peace for 
Relief, as the foregoing Caſes have been ſhewn 
to be. 

In Caſe 13th, viz. of the Proſecution of F. 
Palmer, the Deficiency of the Quaker-Records 
is ſo clearly confeſſed by the YVind:cator himſelf, 
(p. 53) both as to the very Name of the Profe- 
cutor, who has been diſcover'd to have been a 
Lay-Impropriator, and likewiſe as to the Name 
of the very Court itfelf in which Palmer was 
ſued, that it is plain the Brief Account is a 
moſt unaccurate Hiſtory of the Sufferings of 
the Quakers, and that they too often write the 
Narratives of their Sufferings at all Adventures; 
though indeed, by omitting the Names of ſome 
Lay-Impropriators, they ſeem to intimate that 
the Proſecutions for Tythes in ſuch Relations 
were carried on by the Clergy, and artfully give 
Occaſion for others to do ſo. But as they were 
here obliged, as well as on ſome other Occaſi- 
ons, to confeſs the Deficiency of their Records, 
as they ſtile them; (id.) ſo they muſt ac- 
knowledge their Obligations to the Clergy for 
Rectifying their imperfect Narratives, and par- 
ticularly in the preſent Caſe ; which, if not diſ- 
covered by a Clergyman to have been carried on 
by a Lay-Impropriator, would no doubt, with 
the uſual Candour of that Seq, have been left 
to the World to be underſtood as carried on by 
Mr. Hughes, the then Miniſter of Radway ; 
who, however, is incidentally juſtified by his 
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Succeſſor, (Exam. p. 44, 45.) as a perſon © that 
* during the Time he was Incumbent there, 
* which was near thirty years, was never known 
© to have ſued a Quaker in any of his Maje- 
* ſty's Courts.” But ſince the YVindicator ob- 
ſerves (S. 53.) that the Examiner gives us, under 
the Name of Extract of the Court of Exchequer, 
that which was never recorded there, v/z. that 
* no Bill was filed there againſt Toſeph Pal- 
mer;” he ought to be farther informed that the 
ſceming Impropriety of that Expreſſion is cor- 
reed by candidly ſuppoſing that to have been 
the General Title of the Paper of Extras, 
which were made of particular Caſes of Qua- 
ker-Proſecutions out of the Exchequer-Records, 
and ſubſcribed by the proper Oficer. And as 
it has been already mentioned in the Caſe of 
Hancock on occaſion of the fame Expreſſion's 
being uſed in it, viz. that when it is ſaid, © no 
« Bill was filed in that Court,” it was under- 
ſtood that no Bill now appears in the Records 
of that Court, or is to be found there upon a 
late Search of them; (not here to inſiſt on the 
hike Expreſſion in another Excbequer-Extrat, 
made by the fame Perſon, in the Caſe of Dr. 
Archer and I. Biſſel, (Exam. p. 50.) viz. © there 
% was no Anſwer to that Bill,” as equivalent to, 
no Anſwer to that Bill now appears there,) 
ſo J ſhall fartker add on both the Occafions now 
mentioned, that the Inſtance produced by the 
Vindicator, (p. 45.) vis. that of Mr. Carte, 

does 
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does not ſeem to come up to the Caſes propo- 
ſed; for he himſelf was a Witneſs that the Bill 
againſt Edwards was filed in the Court by him- 
ſelf, though there is no Record now to be 
found there, as filed by himſelf. But there is 
no Pretence of that kind in the two other 
Caſes, as not more ſaid to have been filed in the 
Court by any Party, than to be found there 
now. This makes a great Diſparity in thoſe ſe- 
veral Caſes. But fince it is acknowledged on 
both fides, that the two Perſons concerned, 
viz. Palmer and Hancock, were proſecuted in 
fact; and ſince likewile it is acknowledged by 
the YVindicator himſelf, (p. 53.) that the Exa- 
miner's Aſſertion, as ſuppoſed to be grounded 
on proper Authority, that no Bill was filed 
in the Exchequer againſt Palmer, (and con- 
« ſequently againſt Hancock) may in this Caſe 
be true; it would be a fruitleſs thing to 
conteſt the Paſſibility of thoſe Bills having been 
filed there, and taken again off the File, on 
either Side of the Queſtion in both Caſes, when 
it is confeſſed on both Sides, that there was a 
Suit actually commenced. Such a verbal Diſ- 
pute would be a mere Amuſement of the Rea- 
der, and only ſerve to divert him from the prin- 
cipal Point in View ; and therefore ſhall here 
be dropp'd without any farther Reflection on 
the Vindicator's facetious Obſervations about 
the Word, Nothing; which really prove Nothing 
out of Nothing, that is, nothing but a Qzyaker- 
Jingle of mere Words, 
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In Caſe 14th, viz. of the Proſecution of Sa- 
rab Moore and Mary Strank in the Eccleſiaſti- 
cal Court, for Non-payment of Eafter-Ofer- 
ings, by the Vicar of Harbury, the firſt Unac- 
curacy that occurs is, that it is not mentioned 
in the Qyaters Charge for how many Years thoſe 
Eaſter-Offerings had been due. But what was 
this Proſecution? It was that of taking one 
Day's Journey to make their Appearance at 
Lichfield according to their Citation. For we 
are aſſured by the Quakers Charge in Brief Ac- 
count (p. 145.) that no Return of the Proceſs 
«« was made; and by the Proſecutor himſelf, 
(Exam. p. 47.) that © they paid no Fees, and 
that he never received any Offerings from 
*« that time to this, viz. from 1714 to 1737, 
« of either of the Parties.” So that, as the In- 
cumbent juſtly adds, this cannot be called any 
Perſecution, but rather an Indulgence in ſuffer- 
ing himſelf to be deprived of his Right for fo 
many Years. As likewiſe, for the reſt of the 
Quakers, he aſſures us that he goes on in the 
moſt gentle Method he can by ſummoning 
them before two Juſlices of the Peace, accor- 
ding to the Direction of the Ad of Parliament 
on that Occaſion. So great Lenity of the Vi- 
car deſerved to have been mentioned in the 
Vindicator's Abridgment of the Incumbents 
Diſcharge. But though he elſewhere (p. 54.) 
ſeems to acknowledge the Moderation of the 
Vicar's preſent Conduct, and coldly wiſhes the 

Con- 


(31) 

Continuance of it; yet the Mixture of Ridicule 
of the Vicar's Confeſſion of his paſt Conduct, 
as attended with his preſent Amendment, plain- 
ly ſhews, that nothing ſhort of giving up the 
legal Dues of the Clergy can ſatisfy the Qua- 
ters, though they pretend to refer their Pay- 
ments of them to Juſtices of the Peace. I leave 
it likewiſe to the Vindicator himſelf to deter- 
mine, whether an Application to /wo Juſtices 
of the Peace, for Relicf in the preſent Caſe, 
would not have been as Troubleſome and Ex- 
penſive as one Day's Journey to Lichfield. 

In Caſe 15th, viz. of the Proſecution of 
J. Biſſell by Dr. Archer, Rector of Solybull, 
in the Exchequer, for Tythes, as it is acknow- 
ledged in Brief Account that the ſaid Quaker 
was ſued there, for a Demand of about 21 /. for 
two Years great and ten Years ſmall Tythes ; 
(P. 145.) ſo the Incumbent's Diſcharge very 


juſtly vindicates the Rector's Application for 


Relief to the Exchequer, ©* becauſe it did not 


< lie in the Power of Fuſtices of the Peace to 


e do him Right, and that a Debt of 21/. was 
“not recoverable by the As made in the 7th 
« and 8th Years of K. Vill. III.“ And conſe- 
quently, this Caſe was foreign to the End and 
Deſign of the Brief Account. To this the Vin- 


dicator (p. 54.) replies, that © the 21/. was 


a compound Sum, the Amount of ſeveral 
„ Years Tythe, each of which might have 
been recovered by one of thoſe As.” But 

2 there 
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there are ſeveral Reaſons to be offer'd to the 
contrary : One is, that as the ſmall Tythes for 
ten Years, according to the Exchequer-Records, 
amount to about 37/; ſo when thrown into 
that Average, they could not, even of them- 
ſelves, have been recovered, by any one of thoſe 
Acts, by Fuſtices of the Peace. For the Act for 
the more eaſy Recovery of ſmall Debts, to the 
Value of 40s. does not allow of a Retroſj 
beyond two Years ; and the other A#, viz. for 
the more caſy Recovery of Tythes and other 
Dues from Quakers, limits the Value of thoſe 
Tythes to the Sum of 10/. as recoverable by 
Juſtices of the Peace. As to the former A, 
the /mall Tythes, in the preſent Caſe, being 
generally above 40s. per Annum, could not be 
cognizable by the faid Juſtices ; and the latter 
Ad does not limit the Number of Years for a 
Retroſpect of Tythes due; and therefore the 
great Tythes either jointly with, or ſeparately 
from, the /mall Tythes, might juſtly be ſued 
for in any Court whatſover. The Reaſon is, 
that nothing in the Qzaker-AF requires that 
Tythes ſhould be fingly, or every Year, ſued for; 
or forbids a Compound-Suit for great and ſmall 


Tythes together in any Court. Surely it was 
kind in the Incumbent to defer a Suit for ten 
Years for mall Tythes, conſidering the Trouble 
and Expence that muſt neceſſarily attend Ap- 
plications to Juſtices of the Peace in every one 
of thoſe ten Years. And the Qyaker- AF does 

not 
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not oblige the Clergy to recover their Tythes 


and Dues every Near, fince it was moſt unrea- 
ſonable to expect that every Rector or Vicar 
ſhould be at the Trouble and Expence of en- 
ga2ing every Tear in a freſh Proſecution of every 
obſtinate 2yaker for his Tythes and Dues, and 
thereby live in an endleſs Circle of Vexations 
and Animoſities. And conſequently, as ſuch a 
Prohibition of a Compound-Suit has not been 
expreſs'd in either of thoſe Acts, ſo it could not 
poſſibly fall under the Views and Intention of 
the Legi/lature, as being inconſiſtent with the 

known Witdom and Goodneſs of that Body. 
In Caſe 16th, viz. of the Proſecution of 
T. Edwards at the Suit of S. Carte, Tythe- 
Farmer, we find ſo imperfet a Narrative in 
Brief Account, that we are not fo much as in- 
formed in it where T. Edwards lived, or where 
S. Carte lived, or where he was Tythe- Farmer, 
or to whom he was Tythe-Farmer, or what was 
the Value of the Tythes for which Edwards 
was proſecuted ; though all theſe are material 
Circumſtances, the Omiſſion of which, in the 
aker-Narrative, is not only groſly unac- 
curate, but likewiſe the paſſing over in Silence 
the Value of thoſe Tythes leaves it dubious at 
leaſt, whether the preſent Caſe was cognizable 
by Juſtices of the Peace, and therefore whether 
it is not entirely foreign to the Occaſion of the 
Quakers Complaint in their Brief Account. In- 
deed nothing more needs be ſaid here, than that 
H S. Carte 
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S. Carte, the Tythe-Farmer by Leaſe, was a 
Lay-man; and therefore a Perſon with whom 
the Examiner is not properly concerned in the 
preſent Debate. But ſince the Vindicator may 
pretend here, as he has done elſewhere, that 
S. Carte, the Proſecutor, was Tythe-Farmer 
to Clergyman, the Prebendary of Tachbrook, 
to hom alſo he bore a near Relation, (though 
the. is not the leaſt Intimation of theſe Cir- 
cumſtances in Brief Account) and that there- 
fore the Clergyman was, however remotely, in- 
tereſted in the ſaid Proſecution, to avoid Repe- 
tition I chuſe to refer to the Anſiwers given be- 
fore to Infinuations of that nature. However, 
I think it not improper to make a few Strictures 
on what is offered by the Vindicator (p. 56.) 
againſt the Incumbent's Diſcharge. The Vin- 
dicator (ibid.) is pleaſed to make a nominal 
Diſtinction between Edwards's menacing the 
Tythe-Farmer, (as the Prebendary ſtyles it,) 
and thinking then, and ſtill believing, that 
what Edwards ſaid was deſigned as a Menace; 
(as the Tythe-Farmer ſtyles it himſelf.) Here 
the Vindicator obſerves, that © it is one thing 
© to be menaced, and another to think the 
% Menace was deſigned.” (ibid.) But this ju- 
dicious Criticiſm is eaſily confuted by farther 
obſerving, that the Tythe- Farmer himſelf, who 
no doubt ſpoke accordingly before, does as ex- 
preſly ſtyle what was faid a Menace in the very 
ſame Narrative (Exam: p. 53.) as the Preben- 
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dary does. And conſequently, the Account 
given by both of them is in this reſpe& wnex- 
cepticnable. Surely the Vindicator had little to 
25 to thoſe Accounts (viz. of the Prebendary 
and of the Tythe-Farmer, p. 55.) when he 
made fo trifling an Animadverſion. But the 
Vindicator farther obſerves, (ibid.) that though 
the Proſecutor ſays he had particularly conſider- 
ed the Act of Parliament enabling the Recove v 
of Tythes from Qyakers, yet he never ap- 
« plied to the Town or Country Juſtices in 
* that Affair, and that had he applied to them 
* and been refuſed, his Proceeding had been 
* more excuſable.” The Vindicator here ſure- 
ly forgot his own Citation, imperfect as it is, of 
the Prebendary's Account; (p. 29.) viz. that 
the Tythe-Farmer was under a Neceſſity of ap- 
plying to the Court of Exchequer, and Carte 
the Tythe-Farmer himſelf aflures us (Exam. 
p. 53.) that previouſly to any Attempt of Ed- 
wards, [i. e. on the Menace of a Suit with Carte 
for a Treſpaſs in taking away ſome Hay for 
Tythe due in a former Year, ibid.] he, the 
Tythe-Farmer, particularly conſidered the Act 
of Parliament for enabling a Recovery of Tythes 
from Quakers before Fuſtices of the Peace, and 
after ſuch Conſideration, thought it doubtful at 
leaſt whether he could obtain any Relief under 
ſuch Act; not only becauſe Edwards had 
menaced him with a Suit for a Treſpaſs, which 
he himſelf had occaſioned by Non-payment of 
his Tythes ; but likewiſe becauſe it appeared to 

+ him 
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him, that probably he ſhould not be relieved by 
the Burrough- Juſtices for what fell otherwiſe 
under the Cognizance of the County- Juſtices ; 
both theſe Reaſons, I ſay, concurr'd to render 
it neceſſary for him to apply to the more effectual 
Court of Exchequer, as well in Defence of him- 
ſelf, as for the Recovery of his Tythes; which, 
however, were loſt at laſt by the long Perverſc- 
neſs of Edwards, as well as by his Death. But 
I omit any farther Reflections, ſince it has been 
evinced that this Caſe can do very little Service 
to the profeſſed Deſign of the Brief Account. 

In Caſe 17th, viz. of the Proſecution of 
V. Proud by the Vicar of Foleſlill, in the Ec- 
cliſſaſtical Court, for Tythes, the ſame groſs 
Urnaccuracy is committed as in the preceding 
Inſtances ; namely, that there is no Specifica- 
tion of thoſe Tythes, nor Eſtimate of their Va- 
lue, to be found in Brief Account; (p. 145.) 
and conſequently, this Caſe, as ſtated there, 
might not be to the Quakers main Purpoſe ; 
ſince, as far as their Account goes, it might 
poſſibly not have been cognizable by Juſtices 
of the Peace. And when it is cleared up by 
the Vicar's Account and that of the Regiſtry 
of Lichfield, that it was a Caſe cognizable by 
Juſtices of the Peace; it is equally clear in Fact 
that Application was made to the proper Ju- 
ſtices, and that Relief was abſolutely refuſed to 
the Vicar by them upon the Act for the more 
eaſy Recovery of Tythes and Dues from Qua- 
ters. This certainly is a Caſe glaringly incon- 
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ſiſtent with the t End propoſed in Brief 
Account; for this is the very Method of Relicf 
the Quakers aim at, and would reduce the 
Clergy &c. to, excluſively of Relief from other 
Courts; but we find it did fail in Fact. Since 
therefore this is the very Caſe in Point, it de- 
ſerves our Conſideration how and by what Ar- 
tifice the Qyakers evade an Inſtance that pinches 
them ſo cloſely. Here we find that after a very 
imperfe&t, and indeed partial, Abridgment of 
the Vicar's and Chapter- Clerk's Accounts, (p.31.) 
which is moſt improperly ſtyled the Clergy's 
Confirmation of the Quakers Account, the Vin- 
dicator uſes the following Fallacy. (p. 56.) 
Says he, The Juſtices could have no reaſon- 
able Motive to induce them to ſuch an ab- 
*« ſolute Refuſal, except the Injuſtice of the Vi- 
* car's Demand. For had his Claim been le- 
** gal, and the Juſtices inclinable to favour the 
* Quakers, they would doubtleſs have granted 
** their Warrant, to have prevented their very 
** good Friends from being expoſed to a ſeve- 
ce rer Prolecution.” But, beſides that it may 
be ſuppoſed that they did not act upon a Rea- 


fonable Motive when they abſolutely refuſed Re- 


lief, is not a plain and natural Reaſon for that 
Refuſal intimated by thoſe Fuftices themſelves, 
who beſt knew their own Motives for ſuch a 
Refuſal; v/z. that the Qyakers were their very 
good Friends upon certain Occaſions? Why is 
recourſe had to a Sophiſtical Reaſon, which the 
Juſtices themſelves never pretended to offer, 

namely, 
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namely, the Injuſtice of the Vicar's Demand? 
And which indeed it is impoſſible they ſhould 
have offered, ſince it does not a that they 
ever Examined the Vicar's Demand, but ab/o- 
lutely refuſed to take cognizance of his Caſe, 
without any Imputation on the Injuſtice of it; 
unleſs it be as precatiouſly ſaid, that they agreed 
with the Qyakers in pretending that all Tythes 
are unjuſt Demands; which is too abſurd to 
be inſinuated even by the Vindicator. As for 
the Suppoſition made by the Vindicator for 
their Refuſal, namely, that if the Vicar's Claim 
had been thought legal, the Juſtices, out of 
favour to the Quaker, might have ſcreen'd him 
by their Farrant from a ſeverer Proſecution ; 
what had their Warrant, or They, to do with 
the ſuppoſed Injuſtice of the Vicar's Demand, 
that is, with his Title to the Tythes, ſince it is 
molt evident that by the Quakers Act of King 
Will. III. Juſtices of the Peace cannot inter- 
meddle in ſuch a Caſe, and have nothing to do 
with Titles to Tythes, nor can determine whe- 
ther they are legally good or not? Neither was 
the Juſtice of the Vicar's Demand, or his le- 
gal Title to his Tythes, ever diſputed in the Ec- 
clefiaftical Court, whither the Refuſal of Relief 
by the Juſtices obliged the Vicar to fly; nor 
was the Fuſtice of his Title doubted of in the 
Court of Chancery, ſince a Writ was iſſued out 
from thence for Taking this Quaker. So that 
it is moſt evident, that the Legality of the Vi- 
car's Claim was no where objected to. But 


the 
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the Reaſon offered, with ſuch an Air of Plea- 
ſantry, by the Vindicator, viz. that the Ju- 
ſtices out of mere Favour to the Qyater would 
doubtleſs have ſcreen'd him by their own 
Warrant, if they thought that the Vicar's 
Claim had been legal, is not only confuted by 
the foreſaid Reaſon that they themſelves gave, 
viz, that the Quakers were their very good 
Friends ; but likewiſe by their denying their 
Warrant a ſecond time, namely, for Imprifon- 
ing him after a Writ de Excommunicato capi- 
endo had been iſſued out of Chancery againſt 
him. For it appears from a Compariſon of the 
Vicar's Account with that of the Regiſtry, 
that the Juſtices refuſed a Warrant as well after 
the Quaker had been condemned in the two 
other Courts, as they did before any Proceed- 
ings againſt him; and that therefore they were 
twice partial in the /ame Cauſe ; which double 
Favour cannot ſurely, with any Propriety, be 
called a reaſonable Motive for denying Relief. 
As for the injurious Infinuation offer'd by the 
Vindicator (p. 57.) againſt the Clergyman that 
was Proſecutor, viz. that he fat down with the 
Loſs of his Tythes and Expences, as being 
obliged to do ſo by the Juſtices Refuſing to Act 
in that Caſe and give him Relief, there is no- 

thing faid to the Contrary in the Narrative of 
that Affair. The Vicar indeed omits the Cir- 
cumſtance of thoſe Juſtices denying a ſecond 
Warrant, as having mentioned their abſolute 
Refujal of a Warrant at firſt. But as nothing 


to 
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to the Vicar's Prejudice can be equitably drawn 
from his Silence about the latter Denial of a 
Warrant, ſince he had ſhewn that by the Ju- 
ſtices Refuſal of a Warrant at 7% he was obli- 
ged to ſeek Redreſs in another Court; ſo both 
the Vicar and Chapter-Clerk give concurrent 
Teſtimonies of the Juſtices repeated Refuſal to 
give the Vicar Relief, in a Cafe Cogn:zable by 
them ; and conſequently, they corroborate the 
Reaſons which ſhew the Neceſſity of the Cler- 
gy's ſometimes recurring to other Methods for 

procuring Relief, than that of Application to 

Fuſtices of the Peace. 

And here, before I conclude my Obſerva- 
tions on this Caſe, I cannot but defire the In- 
telligent Reader to compare this Denial of Re- 
lief, by Juſtices of the Peace, with the imme- 
diately preceding Caſe of Carte and Edwards ; 
namely, to determine whether Mr. Carte had 
not juſt Reaſon to Doubt at laſt whether his 
Application to Burrough-Fuſtices for Relief 
would have been attended with any Succeſs. 

' In Cafe 18th, viz. of the Proſecution of 
F. Bradford by Mr. Sherman, Miniſter of 
Higham, in the Exchequer for Tythes, the ſame 
Unaccuracy is practiſed as in the other Inſtan- 
ces already conſidered. For in Brief Account 
p. 146.) it is ſaid that Qyaker was proſecuted 
for Tythes in General, without the leaſt Speci- 
fication of thoſe Tythes or the Value of them, 
in order to determine whether that Caſe was 
cognizable by Juſtices of the Peace; and con- 

| ſequently, 
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ſequently, it is there left Doubeſul whether this 
Caſe was pertinent to the Qyakers Complaint 
of not applying to 7u/tices of the Peace. But 
this Doubt has been entirely cleared up both 
by the Incumbent's Diſcharge, and likewiſe by 
the Extract of the Exchequer-Records ; I mean, 
it is no longer Doubtful, from their Evidence, 
that this Caſe was foreign to the Occaſion of 
the Complaint in Brief Account, and that it 
was not cognizable by Fuſtices of the Peace. 
In the former we are told, (Exam. p. 58.) that 
after ſome Years Forbearance with F. Bradford, 
for Tythes due to that Miniſter, as well as after 
friendly and gentle Applications to him ſeveral 
times for the Payment of the fame, though to 
no manner of Purpoſe, the faid Miniſter was 
forced to prefer a Bill in the Court of Exchequer 
for the Recovery of them. And the latter 
ſhews how the Miniſter was forced to do ſo; 
vi z. by acquainting us with an Arrear of great 
and ſmall Tythes chat aroſe from what was oc- 
cupied by Bradford, and were unpaid for ſeve- 
ral Years ; which muſt neceſſarily have amount- 
ed to ſuch a Sum as exceeded the Value of 
Tythes cognizable by Juſtices of the Peace. 
| For though no particular Value was ſet upon 
; thoſe Tythes in the Excheguer-Bill, yet the 


y Extract of the Records of the Exchequer 
, | (Exam. p. 59.) more explicitly acquaints us 
- with the very Valuable Demands ſpecified in 
s the Incumbent's Bill; namely, that it was 


brought againſt F. Bradſord and five other De- 
| I tendants, 
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fendants, each of whom was charged with great 
and ſmall Tythes of the Pariſh of Higham, due 
from Jan. 1719, to the filing of the Bill in 
1726. And beſides this general Charge in com- 
mon with the other Defendants, there is a par- 
ticular Charge on Defendant Bradford for the 
great and ſmall Tythes of a large Farm there, 
due from Michaclmas 1723 to Lady-Day 1724, 
of an hundred and fixty Acres, eighty whereof 
were Paſture. Which general and particu- 
lar Charges put together could not but ren- 
der this Caſe not cognizable by Juſtices of 
the Peace, according to the Quaker- AF of K. 
Will. III. The Y indicator indeed (p. 5. 8.) aſ- 
ſerts, that the Proſecutor © took the euere 
« Method with T. Bradford that he could ;” but 
the contrary appears not only from the fore- 
mentioned Forbearance for ſome Years, antece- 
dently to the filing a Bill againſt him, but from 
that Miniſter's great Humanity and Compaſſion 
to the Quaker, when proſecuted, in leaving the 
Payment of the Tythes to himſelf, namely, 
whether he would pay them or not in any way, 
if he would pay the Coſt of Law-Charges 
which the Incumbent had been at: Which 
Bradford promiſed to do, but afterwards pre- 
tended his Conſcience would not permit him to 
perform his Pronfe. The Vindicotor indeed 
intimates (J d.) that thoſe Law-Charges had 
never accrucd, had the Miniſter taken the ea- 
ſieſt Method by Law preſcribed ; but the Me- 
thod of Application to Fuftices of the Peace for 
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Recovery of his Tythes has been ſhewn from 
the Exchequer-Extra# to have been ſo far from 
being the eafieſt Method, that it was impracti- 
cable in this Caſe. And therefore, as the ſaid 
Miniſter could not Recover his Demand by any 
Application to Juſtices of the Peace in a Caſe 
of that Value, nor his Demand and Charges 
without proceeding againſt Bradford in the 
Court of Exchequer ; he had no other Way left 
to recover his own Rights as well as thoſe of the 
Church, which it was both his Duty and his 


Intereſt to do concurrently ; however they may 
be diſtinguiſhed by the Vindicator in a Sneer on 
the Miniſterial Function and his own Duty, as 
he was a Steward of the Rights of the Church, 
which had better become the Pen of an Infidel, 
than that of any ſerious Profeſſor of Cbriſtia- 
nity. 
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CONCLUSION. 


Aving thus taken a Review of the ſeveral 
Proſecutions of the Quakers by the Cler- 
gy, which were Publiſhed in the Brief Account 
of their Sufferings, and having thus defended 
the Examination of thoſe Caſes from the chief 
Objections offered in the late Vindication of the 
2uakers, ſo far as the Clergy of the Dioceſe of 
Lichfield and Coventry are concerned; I ſhall 
now go on to examine the ſeveral Obſervations 
that have been made by the Vindicator, by way 
of Reſult of the whole, in order to invalidate 
the Examination of the eighteen Charges of the 
Quakers on the Clergy, as put down in Brief 
Account, which the Vind:cator has, in his Con- 
cluſion, ſwelled into twenty. But the Exami- 
ner, to avoid any Confation ariſing from the 
Alteration of the Number of the Caſes exami- 
ned, chuſcs to adhere to the Number ſpecified 
at firſt in the Brief Account itſelf, in the follow- 
ing Reply. 

The 1/7 Obſervation of the Vindicator (p. 60.) 
is, That the Examiner has confirmed by Evi- 
« dence the Truth and Reality of every one of 
* thoſe Proſecutions, as to matter of Fact.“ But 
this Obſervation has been fo fully confuted in 
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the Introduction to this Diſcourſe, and particu- 
larly with regard to thoſe pretended Confirma- 
tions of the Qꝝater- Proſecutions by the Clergy, 
that I rather chuſe to refer the Reader to the 
Introduction, than to trouble him with an uſe- 
leſs Repetition of what is there evinced. 

The 2d Obſervation (ibid.) is, in conſequence 
of the Anſwer given to the firſt, not at all to 
the Purpoſe ; namely, that whereas the YVind:- 
cator (p. 60.) pretends, that the Examiner © has 
* not acquitted the Clergy of any one of thoſe 
« 12 Facts or Proſecutions imputed to them,” 
to this Obſervation nothing more needs be ſaid 
here, than what has been ſhewn in the Intro- 
duftion to this Diſcourſe ; viz. that though the 
mere Facts of Proſecution of ſeveral Quaters by 
the Clergy are acknowledged, yet ſuch probable 
Reaſons of thoſe Proſecutions have been offered 
in this Review, as acquit the Clergy from the 
2uaker-Imputations or Complaints in almoſt all 
thoſe Caſes produced ; for the Truth of which 
it is neceſſary to refer the Reader to thoſe ſeve- 
ral Caſes as explained in this Review. 

The zd Obſervation (ibid.) is, that “ in 
* three of the five Caſes imputed to Tythe- 
% Farmers, the Clergy had an Intereſt in the 
* Tythes ſued for.” The Quakers here mean 
that the faid three Tythe-Farmers held their 
Tythes by Leaſes from Ecclefiaſticks. But, to 
recollect a little what has been offer'd above on 
this Occaſion, how does this Relation of Land- 
lord and Tenant give the Clergy an Intereſt in 

the 
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the Tythes ſued for? Do the Eccl:fraftical Land- 
lords receive any new Advantage, which was 
not included in their Leaſes to their Tenants, 
by the Succeſs of the Suits of their Tenants ? 
With what Propriety then, or indeed what 
Juſtice, can it be faid, that the Clergy have 
tuch an Intereſt in the Tythes ſued for by their 
Tenants, that the three Suits of the Tythe- Farmers 
of the Clergy are to be reckoned among the Pro- 
ſecations of the Quakers by the Clergy them- 
ſelves ; that is, when Ecclefiaſticks, that were 
thcir Landlords by Leaſe can receive no other 
Rents than what their Leaſes would otherwiſe 
entitle them to ? 

The 4th Obſervation (76:4.) [in concurrence 
with the latter Part of the fhird] is, that the 
Examiner has furniſhed the Quakers with one 
<< entire Proſecution by a Clergyman, which they 
* had no Account of before; as likewiſe that of 
« the /wwo Proſecutors whoſe Names are omit- 
ted, [in the Brie Account of their Sufferings] 
one was a Clergyman.” But is the greater Ac- 
curacy of the Examiner than of the Quaker- 
Hiiſlorian to be turned perverſely into an Argu- 
ment againſt the Examiner? Is his Ingenuity 
and Love of Truth in publiſhing his more exact 
Enquiries into the Proſecutions of the Quakers, 
to be infulted, though diſcovered ſeemingly in 
their Favour ? Surely this cannot be done with- 
out a tacit Acknowledgment of the Unaccuracy, 
or Diſingenuity, or Falſehood of the Quaker- 
Tocounts of their Sufferings. But ſince they 
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are ſo ungenerous as to take Advantages of the 
Diſcoveries that were made by the Examiner, 
they will find a proportionate Drawback made 
of two Authorities in favour of the Clergy, 
in the Anſwer to be preſently given to their 
7th Obſervation, to which I here refer the 
Reader. 
The 5th Obſervation (ibid.) is, that the 
«© Examiner has not that in any one of 
the 20 [according to Brief Account, 18] Pro- 
** ſecutions, the Affair was not cognizable by 
e Juſtices of the Peace.“ Now in Anfiver to 
this, I ſhall not tranſcribe what has been proved 
either ſtritly true, or moſt highly probable, 
where Particulars could not be diſcovered at ſo 
great a diſtance of Time. In Page 02 of Exa- 
mination, in the Margent, there are five Caſes 
referr'd to under the Numbers of the ſeveral 
Pages of that Treatiſe, as ſuits for Tythes and 
Dues not cognizable by Juſtices of the Peace, 
with regard either to the Value of the Tythes or 
the Length of Time, according to the As of 
7th and 8th of K. Vill. III. Aud therefore in- 
ſtead of repeating thoſe Cafes here, I ſhall refer 
the Reuder to thoſe Caſes, as conſidered in thoſe 
very Pages of the Examination, viz. p. 38, 41, 
42, 48, 49, as well as to what is farther offer'd 
11: he pretent Review of them. 
T' bh Obtervation, (id.) vis. that © the 
uiiner's Pietence that fone of chem [i. e. 
Caſes ipeciſicd] are nt ,o mzuble by 
the Peace, with regard cither 10 
2 e the 
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* the Value or Length of Time, according to 
« the aforeſaid As, is a mere Fallacy; be- 
« cauſe the Tythe, even of every ſingle Year, 
« and of every ſeparate Parcel, is ſo cognizable; 
* and the A#, directing the Recovery of Tythes 
« and Church-Rates from Qyakers, is without 
« any Limitation of Time,” But on which 
Side the Fallacy lies, let us now conſider. It 
is well known that there are two As of 7th 
and 8th of K. Will. III. one of which relates to 
the Recovery of ſmall Debts in general, and 
the other to the Recovery of Tythes and other 
Dues from the Quakers in particular. The for- 
mer of theſe affects the Recovery of ſuch ſmall 
Debts as do not exceed 40s. by application to 
the neighbouring Juſtices of the Peace, but un- 
der the Limitation of a Retroſpect of two 
Years only: but this affects the Quakers no 
more than all other Subjects. The latter Act 
allows of an Application to the mo next Juſtices 
of the Peace for the Recovery of Tythes &c. 
due from 2Qyakers, the Value of which does not 
exceed ten Pounds. And there is no Limita- 
tion of Time aſſigned in it for the Recovery of 
Tythes Cc. of that Value from the Quakers. 
Now the Examiner had faid, (ibid.) that ſeveral 
of the Caſes of the 2yaker-Profecutions al- 
ledged in their Brief Account were not cogni- 
zable by Juſtices of the Peace, with regard 
either to the Value of Tythes or Length of 
Time, according to the A#s of 7th and 8th of 
K. Vill. III. And therefore the Charges of the 
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Duakers on the Clergy were ill-founded in the 
particular Cafes referr'd to. This Aſſertion the 
Vindicator has thought fit to ſtyle a mere Fal- 
lacy. And the Reaſon he g gives for its being fo 
thought, is, © becauſe the Tythe, even of every 
„ ſingle Year, and of every ſeparate Parcel, is 
« fo cognizable ; and the Aci, directing the 
© Recovery of Tythes and Church-Rates from 
% Quakers, is without any Limitation of Time.” 
But this pretended Reaſon may be eafily con- 
futed by the following Confiderations: 1/3, That 
the ſeveral Caſes of Proſecution, faid by the Ex- 
aminen not to be cognizable by Fuftices of the 
Peace, are the very Caics that were put by the 
Quaker s theinſelves, and charged by them upon 
the Clergy in their B 10 Account; that is, not 
for every ſiugle Tear, and for every ſeparate 
Parcel, but for Tythes Cc. due for ſeveral 
Years together; and accordingly, in this com- 


plicated manner, the ſeveral Suits with the 


Quakers were commenced and ended, as well as 
ſubmitted to by the Quakers, as Suits for diffe- 
rent Years united in one Suit. The Examiner 
therefore conſider'd their Proſecutions in no other 
manner, than that in which They themſelves pro- 
fed them, and charged them on the Clergy. 
2dly, As the Act of the 7th and 8th of King 
Will. II.. which particularly relates to the Qa- 
kers, viz. for the Recovery of Tythes and 
Church. Rates, Fc. as due from Them, is with- 
out any Limitation of Time for the Recovery 
of them, that is, no Time is aſſigned in it be- 
K yond 
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yond which they cannot be ſued for ; fo is the 
Value of the Tythes Sc. to be ſucd for wich- 
out any other Limitation than that of not ex- 
ceeding 10/. in any Application to Juftices of 
the Peace for Relief. No other Limitation of 
Value occurs in that Aci, nor is any Reſtriction 
of Time to be found in it, as has been inti- 
mated. It no where obliges the Clergy to ap- 
ply to the ſaid Juſtices for recovering the Pro- 
duce of every ſingle Near, and for ver ſeparate 
Parcel of Tythes ariſing every Year. And con- 
ſequently, the Clergy were left in it at full liber- 
ty to apply to Juſtices of the Peace for the Re- 
covery of their Tythes from Qzaters, either for 
one Vear, or for more Vears joined in one com- 
prehenſive Suit, on Suppoſition that the Tythes 
of thoſe Years, ſo united, do not exceed in 
Value the Sum of ten Pounds. And indced the 
Legiſlature ated a wiſe and good Part in not 
Reſtraining the Clergy &c. to the Tythes of 
every ſingle Year, and for every ſofarate Parcel, 
in the Recovery of them by Application to 
Juſtices of the Peace. They acted no doubt 
very de, ard frudently in preventing ſuch 
numberleſs Applications c ces for Relief, 
as muſt neceffarity be the re{al: of Reſtraining 
thoſe Applications to the Tythes Ec. of eve 
fingle Year, and of every /ferate Parcel, This 
indeed would have filled the Nation with ſuch 
perpetua: Conteſis about Tytizes, both great 
and ſinall, as would have been very far from 
promoting Peace by an caſy Recovery of them. 
The 
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The Legiſlature likewiſe ated a 257d Part in not 
laying down any ſuch P. {tr ction as wat of the 
Tythes of every fingle Toon, and of rwrry fepas 
rate Parcel, as ink a Refiridtion would have 
given the moſt unreaſonable Trouble both to 
the Clergy, the Qrakers, and indeed to the 
TFuſtices themſelves ; and more eſpecially, wich 
regard to the ſeveral Parcels of /mall T ythes and 
leſſer Dues, which would have ſcarce deſerved 
ſuch repeated Applications, as being attended 
with the unſpeakable Vexation of all Parties 
concerned in ſuch a Recovery of them. The 
Vindicator therefore of the Brief Account of 
Quaker-Profecutions ſhould, inſtead of com- 
plaining of the Severity of the Clergy, have ac- 
knowledged their Goodneſs in forbearing to pro- 
ſecute the Qzakers, for the Recovery of their 
Tythes and Dues for ſeveral Years fagetber; 
ſince by one comprehenſive Suit, or Application, 
for their Tythes and Dues for ſeveral Years to- 
gether, they prevent ſo much Vexation and 
Trouble to the Qyaters themſelves, and ſuch 
endleſs Animoſities in every Neighbourhood, as 
muſt unavoidably ariſe from a ſuppoſed annual 
Suit of Law, or frequent Application to Juſtices, 
ſor the Recovery of them. And conſequently, 
the Imputation of a mere Fallacy recoils on the 
Vindicator himſelf, as he gives ſo weak a Reaſon 
for ſeveral of the Proſecutions being cognizable 
by Fuſtices, which the Examiner had ſhewn 
not to be ſo; namely, © becauſe the Tythe, 
even of every fingle Tear, and of every ſepa- 
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rale Parcel, is ſo cognizable ; and becauſe 
ce the Aci, directing the Recovery of Tythes 
te and Church-Rates from Quakers, is without 
* any Limitation of Time.” But indecd this 
Quaker- Fallacy is ſo very groſs, as not to necd 
to be farther expoſed even to the meaneſt Ca- 

Cit 

The 7th Obſervation (p. 61.) is, „ that the 
* Examncr's Computation, by which he would 
<« pretend to reduce thoſe tw elve Proſecutions 
e imputed to the Clergy to only thiee, is no- 
* thing but Artifice and Amuſement ; ' for in- 
e ſtead of diminiſhing that Number, he has 
te actually increaſcd it to ſeventeen.” To which 
the Examiner Anſwers thus: ft, That the 
Proſecutions he propoſed to examine were only 
thoſe that were charged on the Clergy by the 
Auinor of the Brief Account 1 ; and conſcquent- 
ly, tue Computation of all the fLree Proſecu- 
tions by che Clergy in Caſes poſſiblo cognixable 
by Juſtices, (ce 5. 63, 64, compared) in which 
other Courts were legally applied to, was found- 
cd on the Quakers own Account and Number of 
thoſe Proſecutions. For Inſtance, it was fo 
computed in T. Shipley's Proſecution that was 
car tried on by S. Mood, a Tythe-Farmer ; which 
in Brief Acceint conſifts of two Parts, both of 
which are ſuppoſcd there entirely to refer to 
one and the ſame Proſecution, as ſtated by the 
Vacess. ( Brief Account, p. 121.) For the 
Datc of both "hols Parts of their Charge, as 
fixed by them, is the Year 1700. But this 
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being ſhewn in the Incumbent's Diſcharge to 
have been a falſe Account, and that the latter 
Part of it was another Proſecution, quite diſtinct 
from that in the former, and was carried on 1n 
1704, and not in 1700 by S. Wood, as the 
Brief Account plainly ſuppoſes ; the Examiner, 
I ſay, having diſcovercd this Errour of the Qya- 
kers in confounding two diſtin Accounts, was 
ſo ingenuous as not to ſuppreſs that Part of 
the Incumbent's Diſcharge which acknowledges 
Mr. R. Jackjon, then Miniſter of the Pariſh, 
and not Mr. S. Fd, Tythe-Farmer, to have 
been the Proſecutor in the latter Caſe, which 
was ignorantly made by the Qyakers one and 
the ſame with the former in their Brief Account. 
However, the Examiner made his Computation 
(. 62, 63.) according to the Quakers Brief 
Account, and without any Alteration of their 
own Number of Proſecutions. 2dly, The Qua- 
kers ought rather to have acknowledged the 
Generoſity of the Examiner ſhewn in ſuch a 
Diſcovery, than to have triumphed over his Im- 
partiality in making it, if ſo grateful an Ac- 
knowledgment could reaſonably have been ex- 
peed from the uſual Temper of that Sect, in 
Caſes where Clergymen are concerned, But 
34ly, That this voluntary Diſcovery of a Proſe- 
cution by a Clergyman, as likewiſe of another, 
viz. of M. Morris by Mr. Dugard, then Vicar 
of Rugeley, (Exam. p. 31.) of both which the 
Quakers confeſs they were before entirely igno- 
rant, may not ſeem too liberal a Conceſſion to 
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ſuch a ſort of Adverſaries ; ; the Examiner, upon 


a Review of the ſeveral Profecutions, is enabled 
to Balance thoſe two additional Caſes of Clergy- 
men by a Subſtrattion of two other Cafes of 
Clergymen, in order to preſerve the ſame Pro- 
portion of Proſecutions by Clergymen that was 
aſſigned before, namely, Twelve. One of thoſe 
that are to be fairly ſubftratted is the Caſe of 
F. Bradford, a Quaker, and of Mr. Sherman, 
Miniſter of Higbam in Leiceſterſhire, that is, 
in another Dioceſe, v:z. that of Lincoln, and 
is therefore foreign to the Caſes of the Dioceſe 
of Lichfield and Coventry. (Exam. p. 57.) And 
the Other is that of V. Proud, a Quaker, and of 
Mr. Jacſſou, Vicar of Foleſbill, which ought to be 
ſtruck out of the Liſt of Proſecutions of Quakers 
by the Clergy, ſince the Vicar was abſolutely 
denied any Relief by the proper Fu/tices of the 
Peace, and his Caſe was not thought cognizable 
by thoſe Juſtices themſelves, as the Vindicator 
himſelf pretends ; and therefore that Negative, 
put on the Vicar's Caſe, reduces this Inſtance 
to a Negative Proſecution, as being entirely in- 
effectual, and therefore null. 

But beſides theſe Inſtances of DeduZion as 
to Proſecutions by Clergymen, there is another 
Balance to be made by way of Re?/umption of 
two of thoſe Caſes, that had been placed before 
in wrong Claſſes in the Examination of Brief 
Account. One of thoſe was ſorted before among 
the doubtful Cafes, and the Other among the 
Caſes pgyebly cornizable by Juſtices of the Peace, 
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in which other Courts were applied to. (Exam. 
P. 63.) The former is the Caſe of T. James, 
by Mr. Nite, then Vicar of Longdon, (Exam. 
P. 23.) which is moft likely not to have been 
cognizable by Juſtices; ſince we are aſſured in 
the Incumbent's Diſcharge, (p. 24.) that © All 
« agree that there was an Arrear of Tythes 
% and Dues of many Years ſtanding due from 
J. James the Quader, though the exact Num- 
eber of Years and preciſe Sum due for Tythes 
* Ec. cannot, at this Diſtance of Time, [vlg. 
« after about twenty five Years] be now diſco- 
« vered and fixed” However, the Sum due 
for ſo many Years moſt probably amounted to 
more than 10 l the Sum limited by the Q- 
ker-.Aft for the Cognizance of Juſices of the 
Peace. The /atter Caſe of Projecution is that 
of J. Blower, &c. (p. 63.) in the Clajs of thoſe 
Caſes which poſſibly were cognizable by Juſtices, 
though other Courts were applied to. But up- 
on a more accurate Review of that Caſe, in all 
Probability it was not cognizable by Juſtices, 
according to the faid Limitation. For it is 
agreed upon both in the Quaker's Charge, (Brief 
Account, p. 121, 122.) and in the Incumbent's 
Diſcharge from the Regiſtry at Lickjield, ( Ex- 
am. p. 21.) that one part of the Proſecutor's 
Claim was 1/. per ann. for every Meſſuage of 
20 J. or upwards: (beſides many other Claims 
ſpecified in the Vicar's Libel.) Indeed the Num- 
ber of Vears in Arrear is not mentioned by ei- 
ther Party; but ſince from the Silence of the 
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Quaker- Account on that Article (which uſually 
takes Advantage of /nall Sums demanded, and 
that for a Hart time) the Number of Years in 
Arrear is not here fixed, the Value of the Sum 
demanded mo? probably was fo conſiderable, as 
not to be cognizable by Juſlices of the Peace ; ; 
and eſpecially, when the Reader is reminded 
(ibid.) that Leek is a Market-Town, and a 
* large populous Pariſh of great Extent.” And 
conſequently, this Caſe, as well as the former 
now referr'd to, from all the Circumſtances that 
are ſpecified in the Accounts given of them 
ought, moſt probably, to be taken out of their 
wrong Claſſes, and to be placed among thoſe 
Caſes that were not cognizable by Juſtices of 
the Peace, according to the As of 7th and 
8th of King Will. III. For great Probabilities 
in Matters of Fact, at ſuch a Diſtance of Time, 
mult be allowed on all Sides to have their juſt 
Weight. To theſe p9//;b/y might be added the 
two "other Dubious Caſes, which ſeem, upon 
Recollection, nat to have been cognizable by 
Juſtices. The one (Exam. p. 29.) ſeems fo, 
becauſe the Qyakers in their Charge do not 
ſpecify the Value of the Tythes ſued for, 
which (as has been obſerved) they commonly 
do when they are of a ſina!/ Value, and that 
too in a very invidious Manner; as for In ſtance, 
they do ſo in the latter Dubious Caſe, (Exam. 
p. 35.) where, in their Charge, they mention 
that two Quakers, Haro fard and Harper, were 
Proſecuted in the Ecc/r/is/t;cal Court for four 
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Pence per Ann. Whereas the preſent Incum- 
bent aſſures us, (ibid.) that he has been Credibly 
informed that the Sum due from each of them 
roſe conſiderably higher, as has been ſhewn 
above; and therefore, ſince the Quakers Falſi- 
fied, or groſly Equivocated at leaſt, in their 
Charge, as to the Cauſe aſſigned of that Suit, 
viz. with regard to the Value of the Dues con- 
teſted, that Caſe probably was not cognizable 
by Juſtices. But I do not fo much inſiſt on 
theſe two latter Dubious Caſes as I might fairly 
do, fince the two former Caſes are ſufficient 
for my preſent Purpoſe, namely, to ſubſtitute 
them in the Room of thoſe 7w9 Caſes, that 
were very frankly ſupplied to fo diſingenuous 
Adverfaries ; though their own Unaccuracy at 
the ſame time is expoſed by the Diſcovery of 
the Examiner. 

But as the Number of Proſecutions of the 
the Quakers has been a little enlarged by the 
Diſcoveries of the Examiner from 18 to 20, 
during the Space of 40 Years, in the Dioceſe 
of Lichfield and Coventry; ſo, by the Draw- 
back of two Proſecutions by the Clergy that has 
now been made, the ſame Number of Suits for 
Tythes Sc. is preſerved as was aſſigned before, 
in Caſes nat cognizable by Juſtices of the Peace; 
as well as two more Caſes are Re/zzzd, and re- 
ſtored to their proper Claſs, as not being cogni- 
zable by the ſaid Juſtices. And therefore it is 
ſecurely left to the Reader to obſerve how tri- 
fling an Acquiſition has been made by the Vin- 
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dicator, and how vain and merely imaginary his 
Triumph has been in his Endeavours to perplex 
the Computation of the Examiner. 

The Vindicator indeed (p. 61.) has thought 
fit to give a Reaſon, ſuch an one as it is, for his 
aſſerting that © the Examiner's Reduction of 
* the 12 Proſecutions of the Quakers by the 
« Clergy to only three, is nothing but Artifice 
e and Amuſement. For, ſays he, inſtead of 
« diminiſhing that Number, he has actually 
« increaſed it to 17.” The Reaſon aſſigned 
here is almoſt as obſcure, as when found out it 
is weak and abſurd. For to make up the 
Number 5, as ſuperadded to the 12, that is, 17 
in all, he is obliged (Vindic. p. 60.) to recur, 
under his third Obſervation, to the Zbree Caſes 
of Proſecutions by Ty the-Farmers, for an Ac- 
count of which he refers (in the Margent) to 
Vindic. p. 43. where he pretends that the Clergy 
had an Intere/? in the Tythes ſued for by the 
Tythe-Farmers, as they were Leſſees of Eccliſi- 
ofticks. But (as has been intimated before) 
would not their Leſſces pay them the very ſame 
Rents, whether thoſe Leſſces proſecuted the 
Quakers or not, agreeably to their reſpective 
Leaſes? With what Ju#frce then can Clergy- 
men be ſaid to be fo far intereſted in the Suits of 
their Tythe-Farmers, as to allow the Vindicator 
to add three more Proſecutions to the Charge 
of the Cl/-r7y ? But enough has been already 
faid on this Occaſion to clear the Clergy from 
this additional Laputation of Suits, in _— 
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they really were ſo very remotely, if at all, con- 
cerned. 

And as I have thus corrected ſeveral Miſtakes 
that occur in the Brief Account and the Vindi- 
cation of it, made merely in favour of the Qua- 
kers ; ſo I voluntarily take this Opportunity of 
correcting an accidental Miſtake of the Exa- 
miner, though unoblerved by the YVindicator ; 
namely, that of one Number being caſually put 
for another. For whereas (Exam. p. 61.) about 
400 Cures of Souls are ſaid to be in the Dioceſe 
of Lichfield and Coventry, that Number was 
inadvertently miſtaken, on occaſion of there 
being in that Dioceſe too great a number of 
uncomputed exe;xpt Churches and Chapels ; 
and therefore inſtead of 400 Cures in 
the faid Dioceſe, the Figure 4 ought to be 
turned into 6, there being about 600 Cures, 
exempt and not exempt, in that Dioceſe. How- 
ever, this Coriection of that Number is made 
chiefly for the ſake of greater Accuracy, ſince 
it no way affects the preſent Debate with the 
2uakers ; unleſs as it contributes to ſhew more 
fully how unreaſonable their Complaints of Se- 
verity are, when in a Dioceſe of about 600 Cures 
there have been in 40 Years but about 30 Pro- 
ſecutions of that People, and only about 12 of 
them chargeable on the Clergy, of which too 


the greateſt Part were not evidently cognizable 


by Juſtices of the Peace. 

Before I Conclude this Diſcourſe, I cannot but 
Obſerve, that as the YVindicator of the Qyakers 
very plainly diſcovers (p. 66.) the — 
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of the Leaders of that People to continue, as 
heretofore, to make Remonſtrances of their 
Caſe to thoſe in Authority, and more eſpecially 
to ſubmit their deſired Relief (that is, as founded 
upon the Reſtraints and Hardthips of the Clergy) 
to the Wiſdom of the Legiſlature; fo no doubt 
that Great Body cannot but maturely confider 
ſuch repeated Applications to them, as unde- 
niable Proofs of the Meeknels and Patience of 
the Petitioners, as well as of their Peaceable 
Diſpoſition, in fo frequently renewing their At- 
tacks on the known legal Rights of the national 
Clergy. This Menace is ſo clear a Declaration 
of the Intention of that People to perſiſt in their 
Importunities to the Parliament, that the Exa- 
miner is obuged to them for ſo authentick a 
Confirmation as they have hereby given of his 
Aſſertion, (p. wv.) that ©* there is good Reaſon to 
« believe anocher Attempt will one Day be 
made in Parliament by the Yuakers upon 
the Rights of the Paroch.ial Cler's Zy, I mean, 
te tne Liberty they enjoy, in common with all 
other Engljh Subf jects, of Defending their 
Rights in any of tne King' s Courts of Juſtice.” 

For it muſt te conſeſſed, that in tlus Declara- 
tion they have given ſuch an Inftance of their 
Kucerity, as has been ſhewn to be too much 
wanting on other Occaſions in the foremention- 
ed Vindication. But as to pretend to impoſe 
an illegal Reſtraint of the C on the Wil- 
dom of the Legiftature, is gr. gicus Triſing; 
(p. 66.) ſo it muſt be confeſſed to be a fair 
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Warning to the Parochial Clergy, and likewiſe 
to thoſe who Preſide over them, to be u 
their Guard againſt ſuch menaced Applications 
to the Legi//ature ; and therefore, in the mean 
time, to be armed with true States of thoſe 
Proſecutions that have been publiſhed by the 
Quakers, as the Reſult of proper Enquiries 
within their ſeveral Diſtricts ; and more ef 
cially, when they experimentally find ſuch Ad- 
vantages have been taken by the Vindicator 
(p. 64, 65, 66.) from the Delays that have hap- 
pen'd in the Publication of ſome of the Defences 
of the Parochial Clergy ; though indeed other 
Defences of them, which have been well re- 
ceived as ſufficient Juſtifications of the Clergy 
of ſome Dioceſes, have been publiſhed /ince the 
foreſaid Vindication of the Quakers appeared in 
the World. 

To Conclude ; Whether the Leg:flature has 


juſt Reaſon to make any Conceſſions in preju- 


dice of the legal Rights of the national Clergy, 
and profeſſedly in favour of the Quakers, may 
very ſafely be left, not only to the Wiſdom of 
the Legiſlature, but to the impartial Judgment 
of all private Perſons, when they conſider that 
ſuch diſtinguiſhing Favours would, on that Sup- 
poſition, be ſhewn to a Body of Men, who 
(as has been Obſerved above) are not only Ad- 
veiſaries to all Regular Miniſtry in the Church, 
but of whom it may be juſtly doubted whether 
they can, with any Propriety, be ſtyled true 
Members of the Chriſtian Church; (as they are 

not 


( 62 ) 
not admitted Members of the Chriſtian Church 
by Water-Baptiſm, in concurrence with the Re- 
generating Operations of the Bleſſed Spirit of 
God, according to the * expreſs Inſtitution of 
Jeſus Chriſt himſelf, which they have darcd to 
reject, as well as the Federal Memorials of his 
Death and Sacrifice for the Sins of the World:) 
Or, Whether the Clergy, the profeſſed Guardians 
of Chriſtianity among us, are to be ſuppoſed 
Unworthy of being protected in their particu- 


lar Rights, or of enjoying the Common Rights 
of all Engliſb Subjects. 


* Sce John iii. 5. Except a Man be born of Water and of the 
Spirit, he cannot enter into the Kingdom of Gad; i. e. agrecably to 
the general Senſe of the Church of Chii!t, he cannot be admitted 
into, or become a Member of, that Church. Compare Matt. xxviii. 
19. As x. 47, 48. Tit. iii. 5. oc. 


